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“LEAVE OUT THE VETERINARY INSPECTOR.” 


We referred last week to the motion of Sir 
Edward Strachey to amend the Bill of the Ketter- 
ing Urban District Council by leaving out the 
veterinary inspector. We have since obtained a 
copy of the Bill, and some information about it and 
the proposed alterations. 

Kettering is a town which has lately grown in 
importance, and thus seeks powers to protect its 
inhabitants and to move with the times. For this 
purpose it has promoted a Bill in Parliament 
enabling it to do what larger towns are doing, and 
being an up-to-date place has asked for powers in 
advance of what are usually possessed. We must 
say it asks for nothing which is not suggested by 
reason and common sense. As it is only an Urban 
District Council it is not a Local Authority under 
the Diseases of Animals Acts and so cannot ap- 
point a veterinary inspector. The Bill asks for this 
power, and that such an appointment is desirable is 
shown by some of the clauses which impose a 
penalty “ for selling milk of diseased cows ; for fail- 
ing to isolate diseased cows ; for not notifying cases 
of mastitis or tuberculosis or udder eruptions.” 
Surely here is work for a veterinary inspector. 

Section 103 says—* If milk from a dairy situate 
“within the district is being sold or suffered to be 
“sold or used within the district the medical officer 


These three Members of Parliament have no 
special knowledge of animals or of veterinary science. ' 
They are merely cats-paws of certain bodies which 
object to the veterinary inspector. Strange to say 
the objectors are our friends the Board of Agricul- 
ture, and the Central Chamber of Agriculture. The 
objection of the Board of Agriculture is consistent 
with their constant practice of forcing into the back- 
ground the veterinary surgeon whenever an oppor- 
tunity occurs—apparently from jealousy and ignor- 
ance. The objection of the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture is simply inexplicable—possibly only the 
usual mental capacity of the agriculturist. 

To save their Bill the Kettering Urban Council 
will probably accept the leaving out of the veterinary 
inspector, and we veterinarians would not be mean 
enough to ask Members of Parliament to block the 
Bill. But we now know our friends, and some 
effort should be made by the profession to publicly 
show up the Government Department which loses 
no opportunity of injuring the veterinarian, who has 
done all the work this department of clerks and lay- 
men is supposed by the public to have successfully 
achieved. 


CONFLICTING EVIDENCE. 


We have devoted some extra pages this week to 
the reproduction of a number of cases in which the 
conflict of evidence is marked, but perhaps not more 
so than usual. The questions in dispute were (1) 
the existence of sidebone and the amount of lame- 
ness ; (2) the existence of whistling ; (3) the existence 
of ringbone. 

As to the first case we cannot say that all side- 
bones are easily detected. It will be remembered 


“or veterinary inspector or any person provided with that not a year ago a Shire filly at the R.A.S. show 


“and if requived exhibiting the authority in writing 
“of the medical officer, may if accompanied, in the 
“ease of any person other than the veterinary in- 
“ spector by a properly qualified veterinary surgeon 
“at allreasonable hours enter the dairy and_ in- 
“spect the cows, etc., ete.” 

There are other clauses in this section referring 
‘o the medical officer and veterinary inspector— 
one, for instance, giving power to pay a veterinary 
'nspector for applying the tuberculin test. The 
amendments of Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Laurence 
Hardy, and Mr. Beaumont leave out the veterinary 
‘nspector and thus place all the powers of examin- 


ing cattle in the hands of the medical officer or his 
nominee. 


was said by four men to have sidebones, and shortly 


‘after by five others to have no hereditary disease. 


Most veterinary surgeons would assert their power 
to detect the existence or not of sidebones, but 
apparently it is not so easy. 

As to the whistling case, it is impossible to say 
from the evidence who was right. All could not 
have been. 

The case at Guildford is not so bad, as all agreed 
that sidebones existed, but the two sides disagreed 
as to the presence of ringhones. Possibly this was 
only a matter of definition, because some men call 
any bony enlargements on the phalanges ringbones, 
whereas others recognise no ringbone that does not 
implicate a joint. 

In the face of these conflicts of evidence how is a 
judge to decide? Experts will always differ so 


| long as powers of diagnosis are not equal, so long 
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as an unconscious bias is given to the side which 
employs them, and so long as the subject of evi- 
dence is such as to permit honest differences of 
opinion. Ina recent compensation case the County 
Court Judge said : 

‘In December last I heard the evidence of two 


“doctors for the applicant and three for the re- 


“spondents.. On the state of the evidence I 
“referred the matter to a medical referee of whom 
“T asked a series of questions. . . . . So far as a 
“man who is not a doctor can have an opinion I 
* entirely agree with the referee.” 

Now this seems to us a sensible and just proceed- 
ing. Th: Judge acknowledges want of knowledge 
of medical matters and appoints an impartial expert 
to assist him. In another recent case—this time 
before a metropolitan magistrate—a very different 
course was followed : 

“Mr. Sheil said, ‘I always like to see the horse for 
“myself, otherwise one never knows which side to 
“believe. It is the usual thing for one veterinary 
“surgeon to describe diseases from which an animal 
“suffers and for another veterinary to swear that it 
“‘was the soundest horse ever sent out.” 

This seems to us about the very worst course to 
take. The power is with the magistrate and it 
usually results in his trusting his own ignorance, 
ignoring any opposing evidence, and insulting the 
witness. Mr. Sheil’s idea is that an expert who 
differs from him must be a fool or a liar. 


MALARIA. 


Dr. G. Guglielmi, whose work on _ Bovine 
Malaria appeared in The Veterinary Record, No. 
681, 1901, has been following up his researches and 
quotes in flattering terms the notes I then ap- 
pended to his article. He recently reports a case 
of malaria in a colt from which I submit extracts. 

“Clinical Symptoms. The animal was very emaci- 
ated and slow in its movements. The conjunctiva 
pale, and weeping from the right eye. The mucous 
membrane of the mouth pale, with a slightly 
yellowish tinge; pulse small and weak, 46 to the 
minute; respirations 10, temp. 38°5° C.; no appe- 
tite, faces normal. For two days he had been 
passing urine of a bright red tinge. The penis was 
pendulant. When standing to eat, he rested his 
chin on the manger, half shut his eyes, and did not 
seem to care d—— for anything (in uno stato 
apatico). When he was down he had to be helped 
up, and appeared to be suffering from acute anemia 
with its consequent wasting and weakness. There 
was complete apyrexia and in the evening the ears 
were cold. As he gradually grew worse, he was 
killed on August 16th. 

Anyone acquainted with the neighbourhood of 
Hemyock, Luppit and Yarcombe, in East Devon, 
will, on reading this, immediately call to mind 
dozens of similar instances, and those practising 
on the Western side of India see them every day. 

A careful microscopic examination of the blood 
fully confirmed the diagnosis of malaria. The 
localisation of the disease, as Nocard said, varies, 


= it is probable that many seats are as yet un- 
recognised. 

Dr. Bonservizi has noticed that attendants on 
farms have a strange immunity from malaria 
though swarms of mosquitoes hover around, while 
the dweller in a sanitary, well ventilated, clean 
house suffers badly; and he promulgates the theory 
that the domestic animals suffer, become immune, 
and finally produce an intensive prophylactic cul- 
ture, which the mosquitoes transmit to man, and 
herein lies a grand area of virgin soil for research, 
for if domestic animals are a protective to human 
beings much has been gained.” 

The districts in Devon are wild, and one may 
fairly say uncivilised; human malaria is most com- 
mon where civilised methods of life are unknown. 
As far as my experience in India goes it is most 
prevalent where animal life is least in connection 
with human, and for several years I have noticed 
that although malaria is rife among horses in a 
certain large stud, owing to.. the frequent importa- 
tions of fresh animals, that the attendants have a 
marked immunity although living under practically 
the same conditions as the horses. As Dr. Gugli 
elmi remarks, there is room for investigation. 


F. E. P. 


WOUND BY GLASS IN DOG’S NECK. 


On Thursday, Feb. 11th, a liver and white spaniel 
bitch was brought to me in a state of collapse, with 


Showing position of wound in dog’s throat. 
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the following history: The bitch belonged to a glass | Advisers. 
merchant in the town, and on the Sunday previous, | case. 


I accentuate the subordinate in this 
The Stock Department is essentially a 


while chasing a cat in the dark, she inadvertently | veterinary one, all the questions that arise in con- 
ran against a large piece of glass which caused a | nection with it are veterinary ones and require for 
nasty gash in her throat. The poor animal seemed | efficient answers expert veterinary knowledge ; and 


in great agony, but nothing more serious than a 


yet we find that it is controlled by laymen who have 


mere wound was suspected by the owner, although ‘only, if any, a very superficial knowledge of the 
she bled heavily at the time, and intermittent | subject, and can only advise by rule of thumb 


hemorrhage occurred till Thursday, when she was 
brought to my surgery. 

I examined the wound, which was nearly an 
inch long, and discovered a piece of glass which 
was with great difficulty removed, and measured 


nearly four inches, and was the shape of an isosceles | 
On further | 


triangle, the base measuring an inch. 


examination two other pieces were discovered and | 
removed ; these measured one inch and 3 of an inch | 


respectively. A further incision had to be made 
before the largest piece was extracted. After plug- 
ging and suturing the wound the bitch was put in a 
comfortable kennel, and up till now (Tuesday, Feb. 
16th) she is progressing favourably, and the wound 
healing in a very satisfactory manner. 

It is a remarkable fact that although the jugular 
vein on one side was cut across, and the glass re- 
mained in the wound for four days without any 
attempt being made at plugging the wound, fatal 
hemorrhage did not take place. 

J. P. IsHerwoop, M.R.C.R.S. 

Blyth, Feb. 15th. 


VETERINARY DEPARTMENTS AT HOME 
AND ABROAD. 


In the recent accomplishment of a round-the- 
world trip, I, as most people seem to do when they 
travel, have been making comparisons. It seems 
to be the easiest way to acquire a knowledge of new 
methods, 7.c. to make comparisons with those of 
which one has a measureable comprehension. One 
is greatly struck with how immaterial the actual 
difference is inthings that really matter. This com- 
parison of things, moreover, incites in one an in- 
creased power of observation and receptivity, even 
as the study of botany is supposed to do in the 
veterinary student. 
_ The country that claimed the greater part of my 
interest was Australia, and the subject, naturally, 
veterinary matters. In anew and sparsely popu- 
lated country such as this it will be easily under- 
stood that the opportunities for private practice are 
very little, except in the big towns. Such a thing 
%S country practice is an impossibility at present. 

orses in the country districts are too cheap to 
make it worth while, eattle are so numerous and of 
So low a value as to obviate any individual treat- 
ment. Itis, however, on account of these numerous 
numbers that their case, from a Government point 
of View, ic. as relating to the prosperity of the 
Country, becomes the more necessary. This has 

€n recognised, and Agricultural Departments have 

en organised to deal with these matters. These 

partments exist in each Colony and have sub- 
ordinate to them Stock Departments, and the Stock 

partments have subordinate to them Veterinary 


methods. The Stock Department has its veterinary 
adviser it is true, but as I have already said he is 
subordinate, and in one colony was lately dismissed 
altogether under the heading “ Retrenchment,” the 
head of the Department being now a promoted 
clerk. 

It is surprising that big stock-owners do not object 
forcibly. They do object, because I have heard 
them, but the colonies are ruled on very democratic 
lines, and capital has not much voice in affairs, the 
labour element having the balance of control. — It 
is in big stock areas where expert and ready advice 
is needed. As I have already said individual treat- 
ment is not wanted, it is in widespread and genera- 
lised diseases that the stock-owner requires help, 
and it is for this that the Veterinary Departments 
should be strengthened. 

In comparing this with the advanced state of 
civilisation in England I don’t think we find that 
things are on a much better footing. The Agricul- 
tural Department at home has its veterinary ad- 
visers, Who are given little or no administrative 
authority. Comparing either with the Civil Veteri- 
nary Department in India we find the latter a long 
way ahead. The Department is one, per se, with 
its own administrative head, power to do and to 
undo, and toact on its own initiation to a much 
greater extent than in the colonies or in England. 
The Indian Government is not noted for being par- 
ticularly free-handed in regard to money matters, and 
you may rest assured that this isa financial success, 
or it would not long endure. 

The Army Veterinary Department has at last 
received recognition, administrative and discipli- 
nary powers of itsown. This is entirely due to 
the energy of the profession as represented by our 
Royal College and the Veterinary Associations (I 
leave out Medical as I never could see the actual 
necessity of the word). It is to be hoped that this 
energy and forward policy will continue, and that 
other veterinary departments will receive equal 
attention and help. The benefits to be conferred by 
a properly organised Veterinary Department in 
grazing areas have only to be pointed out to be 
realised by those whom it chiefly concerns. 

F. S. H. Bauprey, Capt., Ind. Vet. Dept. 


The Prof. Power Testimonial Fund. 


The following further subscriptions have been received, 


£s. d. 

Amount already acknowledged 111 0 

T. Hibbard, Esq., New Brompton 22 0 
W. E. Litt, Esq., Shrewsbury 11 0 
E. Alfred West, Esq., South Kensington 10 6 
H. W. Dollar, Esq., Oxford St., W. 10 6 
A. N. Foster, Esq., Leeds 5 O 
J. Harrison, Esq., Hudderstield 5 O 


W. A. Broap, Hon, Sec., R.V. Coll, Camden Town, 
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ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 


CANCER OF THE JAW. 


A mare, 14 years old, was unable to eat, there 
was an intermittent stinking discharge from the 
nose. The mare having wasted almost to nothing 
was slaughtered at the end of the second month. 
On autopsy Petit and Brisavoine found 1 deep hoie 
corresponding to the last four molars of the upper 
left jaw, and the soft palate and left half of the 
velum were involved and the tongue showed a huge 
ulcerous surface at the base of the left side, with 
cancerous nodules. The lower jaw was deformed 
and bulging on account of the neoplasm, and the 
left side of the larynx was involved. The growth 
was an epithelioma, apparently derived from the 
epithelium of the gums.—Rec. de Méd Vét. 


FRACTURED Rips. 


Roquard has been struck with the frequency of 
this lesion in cattle slaughtered for food. Union 
has generally taken place in the usual way or hy 
false anchylosis, and generally there are traces of 
pleurisy excited by the accident, but in no case does 
fattening seem to have been at all interfered with 
by the occurrence. 

Mathis noticed one case of fracture of eight ribs 
which had healed with the formation of a huge 
eallus.—Soc. des Se. Vét. 


MELANOSIs. 


An eight-year-old Bosnian ox was slaughtered at 
Trieste, and on the external hind surface of the 
right fore shin there was found upon skinning a 
small oval swelling firmly fixed to the bone beneath, 
and upon section it was a brilliant black colour, of 
uniform hardness, and not affecting the neighbour- 
ing tendons. The skin covering the swelling was 
slightly indurated. With the exception of a slight 
and scattered colouration in the meninges and 
spinal medulla there were no other traces of melano- 
sis. Judging from the colour and consistency of 
the growth Fantin considers it to be a melanotic 
fibro-sarcoma.—Monatschrift f. Thier. 

F. E. P. 


CENTRAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


An ordinary general meeting was held at the Royal Col- 
lege of Veterinary Surgeons on Thursday, Feb. 4th, Mr. 
R. Porch, President, in the chair. There were present : 
Messrs. A. L. Butters, J. Rowe, W. Roots, J. Douglas, 
W. Macdonald, G. Sutton, C. H. Sheather, J. B. Hare, 
R.J. Foreman, R. A. Philp, J. Willett, W. Perryman, 
F. O. L. Walpole, H. A. MacCormack, L. Savournin, 
W. R. Clarke, C. E. Wells, W.S. Mulvey, P. W. D. 
Smith, J. Macqueen, F. W. Wragg, J. K. Bruce, H. H. 
Whitlamsmith, W. Hunting, C. W. W. Brown, H. 
King, E. Lionel Stroud, hon. sec., and two visitors. 

On the motion of Mr. Savournin, seconded by Mr. 
MacCormack, the minutes of the previous meeting were 
taken as read and confirmed. 

w Letters and telegrams regretting inability to be 
resent were received from  Lieut.-Col. Glover, Mr. 


MorsBip SPECIMENS. 


Mr. PERRYMAN exhibited an interesting specimen of 
a fracture of the navicular bone taken from a pony over 
whose foot a heavy van had passed. Mr. Perryman 
was quite unable to locate the fracture, but the owner 
of the pony was compensated, and on the animal being 
killed, and the foot sawn in two, there was found a good 
deal of inflammatory matter round the navicular bone, 
which was fractured right through; it was interesting 
as showing the extensive damage that might result from 
such accidents, and a cautionary lesson as to giving 
opinions in such cases. . 

Mr. Wrace asked what time elapsed between the 
accident and the pony being destroyed. 

Mr. PERRYMAN said that owing to the negotiations 
between the two parties quite a fortnight elapsed, 
although he had very little hope from the outset. 

Mr. Porcu said there did not appear to be any evi- 
dence of navicular disease which would account for the 
heavy fracture. 

Mr. Stroup thought it rather unusual for a sound 
bone to be broken in such a manner. 

Mr. Burrers said that when at Harrison and 
Barber’s at King’s Cross a short time ago he was 
shown a number of navicvlar bones which had been 
fractured and had united, and probably the accident 
occurred more often than was thought. It appeared to 
him that in the case brought forward by Mr. Perryman 
the pieces of the bone might possibly have united in 
time. 

Mr. Stroup mentioned a case of lapse of memory 
occurring in a dog through concussion of the brain 
caused by the blow of a stick. The dog was not a 
fighter himself, but he liked to be on the spot, and see 
everything that went on. He was in a fight one day, 
or rather looking on, and happened to get bit in mis- 
take ; and was brought home suffering from concussion 
of the brain and was unconscious for thirty-six hours. 
Mr. Stroud had him for three weeks and then sent him 
home cured, but the dog had completely lost his memory. 
His habits had altered, and he knew nothing of the 
house or the people. Every time he was taken out, 
unless he was on the lead, he lost himself. It took just 
over three months before the dog was properly trained 
again, but now he was once more trained and had the 
full use of his senses. 

Mr. Rowe showed an aluminium plate used in lieu of 
pads. The plates remained on the feet for five or six 
shoeings. He was very much opposed to the using of 
them, but had had to put them on two horses. Every 
time the horse was shod fresh holes had to be drilled 
through the plate, and there was bound to be a jar. 
ELECTION, OF DELEGATES TO: THE HEALTH CONGRESS. 

The SEcrRETARY read a letter from the Royal Institute 
of Public Health with regard to the Congress to be held 
in Folkestone on the 22nd to 24th of July, inviting 
members of the Society to take part in the meeting. He 
also read a letter from the Sanitary Institute with re- 
gard to the Congress at Glasgow from July 25th to 30th, 
inviting the Society to be represented. 

Mr. Burrers proposed that delegates should be ap- 
winted to the Folkestone meeting, and nominated the 
and Secretary as representatives of the 
Society. 

Mr. SavourNIn seconded the motion, and pointed 
out that the two Institutes appeared to overlap one 
another’s work, and as Glasgow was a somewhat expel” 
sive journey he thought there was no necessity to 4)” 
point delegates to the Sanitary Institute meeting. 

Mr. Huntinc thought Mr. Savournin was unfortunate 
in his reference to the Sanitary Institute, which was @ 
public institution doing good work. 

The motion was carried. 


urndall, and Mr. Slocock. 
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On the motion of Mr. Hunting, seconded by Mr. 
Wragg, it was agreed that two delegates should be 
appointed to the Congress of the Sanitary Institute at 
Glasgow ; and on the motion of the Hon. Secretary, 
seconded by Mr. Walpole, Mr. Perryman and Mr. 
Butters were appointed delegates. 


“On THE AGE AND STANDING OF DISEASE.” * 
By Mr. W. Huntrina. 
DiscussIon. 


Mr. Burrers suggested that Mr. Hunting should 
amplify his notes into asort of text book dealing specifi- 
eally with the subject, which would be of infinite service 
to veterinary surgeons in Court cases. 


sion that a horse would not become a roarer unless he 
had been suttering from illness, but that erroneous idea 
was removed by a circumstance which came under his 
observation. In going through some stables he was in- 


formed that a certain hunter which had been at work on | 


the previous Saturday had become a roarer. He was 
assured by the huntsman that the horse’s wind was per- 
fectly right when ridden the week previously. It had 


been doing quiet walking exercise in the interval, and | 
when the groom gave it a gentle canter the horse made a | oy a 
noise, and was undoubtedly a roarer. The master of the | 


foxhounds raised the question as to how a veterinary | 


surgeon would stand if he had examined that horse on | 
the previous Saturday or Monday. Certainly most 
veterinary surgeons would have said that the horse had. 
been a roarer for longer than a week. He came to the — 
conclusion that a horse might become a roarer while in| 
uiet exercise and without showing any symptoms of | 
illness. With regard to the roaring which occurred in| 
glanders from ulceration of the larynx, he had put. 
tracheotomy tubes in in such cases without thinking he | 
was doing wrong, until a little inflammatory matter be- | 
gan to show itself away from the wound in the throat 
and the disease became contirmed. He thought he was | 
not the only veterinary surgeon who had put tubes in | 
the throat to afford relief, and afterwards discovered that | 
the case should have gone to the knacker’s in the first | 
instance. As to corns, it was the experience of a good | 
many that a horse would suddenly fall lame, and when | 
the shoe was taken off and the foot examined matter | 
escaped. He was once riding a horse that fell suddenly 
lame, and on having the shoe taken offa corn was found. | 
at was a very important point in cases of prosecution 
for cruelty. A handbook compiled by Mr. Hunting 
would show magistrates that there was some warrant 
for the varying statements made before them. 

Mr. Wrace presumed Mr. Hunting meant by chronic | 
shivering a case where the symptoms were well devel- | 
oped, and by acute shivering a case that had been very | 
recently developed. 

Mr. HUNTING said that was so; or a 
temperature and pulse were up. 

Mr. Wrace asked whether by acute shivering Mr. 
Hunting meant something that came on from, for in- 
Stance, a nail in the foot, or a railway journey. 

Mr. Huntine : Yes. 

Mr. Wrace said he differed. His opinion was that 
the disease of shivering was present although the symp- 
toms had not been developed. He had seen a few cases 
of shivering, and could relate cases where an attack of 


“ase in which the | 


developing ; he would ask Mr. Hunting if he remembered 
seeing a case of embolic lameness with himself. 

Mr. Huntine: Yes. 

Mr. Wrace said it was a very bad case indeed, but he 
was told now that the mare was perfectly right and had 
bred two or three foals. Perhaps Mr. Hunting could say 
whether pregnancy had anything to do with the dis- 
appearance of thesymptoms. With regard to the other 
diseases mentioned, he agreed with Mr. Hunting so far 
as toadmit his ignorance. 

Mr. Rowr mentioned that some years ago he had to 


for purchase. 
‘chased one. 

With regard to | 
roaring, for a number of years he was under the impres- | 


examine some horses at Leicester and select one or two 
He saw them run in the field and pur- 
It was brought to town by rail, kept at a 
livery yard for some five weeks, and then quietly trotted 
by the jobmaster himself to Enfield, Mr. Rowe accom- 
panying him. The next day the horse was out hunting, 
and he received a letter from the owner saying he liked 
the horse, and he had refused a bigger sum than he had 
es for it, but that it roared like a church organ. 
Vhen vould that roaring have arisen! There was no 
history of undue working. With regard to wind-sucking, 
Mr. Hunting had overlooked one or two causes ; there 
was a rounding off of the front teeth and the lowering 
of the two corner teeth as an instance of long duration, 
habit acquired from a horse in the same stable. 
As to cataract, he remembered a case that might have 
led him into trouble. He saw a pony, in a stable in 
Camden Town, who could walk down a long yard 
amongst any amount of stable rubbish, rubble, broken 
crockery, and traps, and the pony was examined and 
passed. He went . ‘ail to Cranleigh in Surrey, and on 
the way down must have had an injury of some sort for 
when he reached there the eye was the colour of milk. 
The owner refused to pay the veterinary fee on the 


score that he had passed a blind animal, and would not 


accept his statement. He kept the animal and drove 


it blind with blinkers for three years, but he never paid 


his fee. As to contraction of foot, he had had a fairly 
long experience as the owner of a forge. Mr. Hunting 
had not stated anything with regard to the diagnosis of 
the length of time an animal might have had a contrac- 
ted foot, or the reason for it. According to the sharp- 
ness of the depth the hoof was cut between the frog and 
the outside, one could guage with a great deal of accuracy 
where the farrier had been unduly at work. It was not 


‘every farrier who could properly pare out a foot to look 


fora corn that did not exist ; but anyone practically 


‘acquainted with forges would be at no loss to say how 


long a foot had been contracted by reason of over- 
paring. 

Mr. ForEMAN remembered an outbreak of gangrenous 
pneumonia, when the men were all on the watch for 
putrid breath, when he had frequently had horses into 
the infirmary at eleven o’clock with bad breath that had 
been sent out to work in the morning and were then sup- 
posed to be fairly normal. a 

Mr. Savournin considered that the practitioner who 
ut a tube ina horse’s throat when the horse had only 
ne roaring for a few weeks was guilty of malpractice. 
He had been consulted a few weeks previously by a cab 
proprietor with regard to a young horse he had bought. 
The horse came to him with a slight sore throat ; it had 
strangles fora little while, recovered, went to work, and 
started to be a roarer. His advice was to wait and see 
what happened. The cab proprietor wanted to put a 


influenza had developed very acute symptoms, and when | tube in at once and start off to work, but agreed to 

e 4 the influenza had succumbed to treatment, the very acute wait, and ina few weeks the roaring Ww ent away. — If 
. |  ‘ymptoms of shivering had nearly passed away. Shiver-| roaring oceurred in a glandered horse, by waiting a few 
: | 'g was a disease which might often be missed on exam-! days or weeks certain knowledge would be obtained 
s ‘nation. With regard to embolic lameness, he was not | whether it was a case for the veterinary inspector or for 

" B “lng to give an opinion as to how long the disease was | surgical attendance. He thought the majority of vetert- 
a q aoe —_— ee nary surgeons did follow Mr. Hunting’s advice, and say 
a "(See p. 522, Feb. 20th.) ‘they did not know, but unfortunately members of the 


| 
| 
| } 
| 
x 
| 
; 
f 
4 = 
f 
l 
l 
ly 
» 


542 THE VETERINARY RECORD February 27, 1904 


profession in the past had taught the British public to 
expect something definite. In the old days men knew 
everything, and their opinions were straight to the point 
and never to be shaken, and so the public had gota 
belief that a veterinary surgeon could see through a 
brick wall, and if he dared to do what the medical men 
did every day, express a guarded opinion, he was thought 
‘to be something worse than a fool. He had seen a case 
some time ago where a medical man attended a patient 
for a week before he said definitely that it was a case of 
contagious fever. How many veterinary surgeons would 
dare todo that! With regard to sores, they were of two 
kinds, those which could not have occurred on the day 
of examination, and those which might have occurred. 
He was always careful to differentiate between those 
cases which could not possibly have occurred in the last 
twenty-four hours and those that possibly could or could 
not. He was always guided by the existence of the scab 
and by the line of new skin round the edge of the sore. 
If that was present there could be no doubt as to the 
length of time a sore had existed. With regard to corn 
lameness, in some cases there was suppuration in the 
foot, and particularly in the heel or beneath the soft 
frog, without lameness, but those cases were few and far 
between. It would be very unsafe indeed to say that in 
all cases the horse left the stable sound when on. the 
same day matter was found in its foot. The veterinary 
surgeon had to be guided largely by things which were 
difficult to put into words, but there were certain appear- 
ances which allowed one to form opinion upon the sub- 
ject of corns. He remembered two or three cases where 
nails had been found in the foot, with sores and much 
matter, and most positive assurance had been given that 
the horse had left the stable sound in the morning. He 
could not believe that. It was possible that a horse may 
have gone a little sore for some days, and it had been 
put down to stiffness and that through treading on a 
stone the nail was forced further in and caused severe 
injury. Some years ago he was asked to examine a 
horse that had died some weeks after purchase, and he 
concluded it was a clear case of gangrenous pneumonia, 
He examined the horse for the sellers. The case came 
to trial in Cambridgeshire, and in his evidence he said 
that the horse certainly died from acute pneumonia, and 
that he saw nothing in the state of the cen that could 
not have occurred in the last fortnight, and that it was a 
common thing for young horses to come to London and 
catch cold on the way, and that the majority of cases 
got well and some died. The Judge expressed the 
utmost astonishment that young horses could do such 
things, and instanced the case of hunters that daily 
travelled without catching colds or suffering thereby. 
According to the other side the horse must have come to 
the station from the stable where he had been ill fora 
long time. It was a well known fact that young horses 
would catch colds and die after being sold sound, and 
yet that was absolutely unknown to a man who had 
tried a large number of horse dealing cases in the 
country. 

Prof. MAcCQUEEN considered the subject one on which 
an opinion could not be expressed right off, because it 
was likely that some opinions might be used in the 
future and employed on some subsequent occasion as 
the positive opinion of the speaker. It was very doubt- 
ful to his mind if anybody could express a positive 
opinion at all about any of these things, and Mr. Hunt- 
ing had taken special care not to commit himself on any 
very important point. He desired to express his grati- 
tude to Mr. Hunting for making a departure from usual 
custom. In the calm serenity of an affluent middle age 
Mr. Hunting had lost that inclination to indulge in 
attack, and was more inclined to approach veterinary 
matters with a philosophical spirit ; and a paper of that 
kind was distinctly refreshing. It touched on subjects 
very lightly, gave sufficient information to excite 


curiosity- and went no further. He would suggest 
that the paper be made public and then discussed. One 
had to be most guarded in expressing opinions, and he 
certainly should not like to give any opinion as to the 
longest or shortest time in most of the things mentioned. 
But, as he might not possibly be present at another 
meeting, he wished to say something regarding one or 
two of the affections which had been discussed, and first 
in regard to offensive breath. He did not care to offer 
an opinion regarding the length of time putrid breath 
had existed without first satisfying himself on the 
source from which it came. He certainly should not 
jump to the conclusion at once that the breath came 
from a necrotic lung. But if after making due examina- 
| tion he was obliged to come to that conclusion he should 
be inclined to say that the condition had not existed 
very long. He was aware of the occasional recovery of 
horses with offensive breath proceeding from diseased 
lungs, but it was not an every-day occurrence, and he 
should be rather inclined to look forward to making the 
post-mortem than to see a recovery. Mr. Hunting had 
not said whether offensive breath might not be mistaken 
in its source, but he presumed he confined his re- 
marks entirely to offensive breath proceeding from the 
lungs. Even the instance Mr. Hunting gave where a 
horse was treated was not altogether suggestive of lung 
trouble, because the horse resumed feeding after 
exercise. 

Mr. Huntine: And you might hear the bubbling in 
his chest ! 

Prof. MACQUEEN, continuing, said that with regard to 
skin sores, an opinion as to the length of time a sore had 
existed generally turned upon some prosecution, and 
the summons usually set forth the day in which the sore 
was first seen. He had not been able to fall in with the 
view which many held that there was liable to be a 


great difference of opinion as to the existence or non- 
existence of a sore, or the length of time it may have 
existed. The presumption was that if a sore was said 
to have lied on the day in which the inspection or 
the prosecution was commenced, the probability was in 
favour of that statement. With regard to pus ina 
horse's foot, he did not quite agree with Mr. Savournin: 
he believed pus could exist in a foot for a considerable 
time without the horse showing Jameness. How long, 
depended upon the case. He had no doubt in his own 
mind, although he should not like to be positive as to a 
— horse, that there had been cases where pus 
iad existed in a foot for at least tive days without the 
horse showing lameness. It was not so much the mere 
existence of pus in the foot as the position occupied by 
the pus and the place where it was likely to make its 
escape. The aggravation of symptoms and the lameness 
had a very intimate connection with the position of the 
us. He was afraid the term pus was used _ rather 
oosely. A horse was lame, perhaps from a corn, aj- 
parently not from a punctured foot, and blackish matter 
was discharged from the heel. That was called hoof 
pus, but probably it was not pusat all. When it escaped 
the horse experienced considerable relief. Without 
coe the case before him he should not like to ex 


ess an opinion as to the length of time it existed. 
Vith regard to shivering, Mr. Hunting had thrown out 
a positive distinction between what was called acute 
shivering and chronic shivering, by which he presume 
he meant recent shivering and old-standing shivering. 
Shivering was a very peculiar disease, and its develop 
ment depended upon a good many circumstances. He 
believed that the disease was a progressive one so long 
as the horse was kept at work, but it was possible for 
the symptoms to disappear, or to remain in abeyance, for 
quite a considerable time, if the horse was_ rests: 
Whether there was such a thing as acute shivering !¢ 
did not know, but he quite agreed that there wel 
certain accidents which would aggravate the symptor 
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of shivering, and a horse that was previously not sus- | 


ted of being a shiverer would on the occurence of 
the accident or illness show plainly marked symptoms of 
shivering. He agreed that influenza and even simpler 
maladies would aggravate shivering in animals, and 
render an animal unworkable for a considerable time. 
There were cases of shivering in existence where the 
horse had been passed sound, and on the occurrence of 
a common cold or influenza, with an injury of the foot, 
symptoms of shivering had become eas:ly distinguished. 
Another disease which sometimes brought out the symp- 
toms of shivering very well was inflammation of the 
skin. What Mr. Hunting was anxious to know was how 
one was to state from the symptoms presented by the 
animal how long it had been affected with shivering. 
Without seeing the case he would not like to Say. In 
conclusion he proposed that the discussion be adjourned. 

Mr. Burrers seconded the motion, which was 
agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. Savournin. duly seconded, a 
vote of thanks was aceorded to Mr. Perryman for his 
specimen, and a vote of thanks to the President brought 
the meeting to a close. 


LINCOLNSHIRE: 
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 


The twenty-second annual meeting was held at the 
George Hotel, Grantham, on Thursday, February 11th, 
when the following gentlemen and _ visitors were 
amongst those present: Messrs. J. Mackinder, Peter- 
boro’; T. B. Bindloss, Long Sutton ; E. C. Russeli and | 
Rudkin, Grantham ; F. L. Gooch, Stamford: J. H. 
Loft, Grimsby ; R. W. Knowles, Wisbeach ; and T. W. | 
Turner, secretary, Sleaford. 

A letter was read from Mr. R. W. Clarke, of Wragby, | 
thanking the Association for their kind vote of condo- 
lence which had been sent to him from the last meeting | 
on the mournful occasion of the death of his wife. 


Mr. E. C. Russet, one of the Vice-Presidents, was | the treasurer. 


Mr. Goocn remarked that he had attended on one 
occasion but it was not of much interest to him, for 
most of the speeches were made in French, and nearly 
all that was not in French was in German. They were 
treated anything but well at the meeting he went to at 
Manchester. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that everything was altered 
since then, and delegates from the veterinary profession 
had all the attention and privileges of the others attend- 
ing. 

It was decided toask Mr. Reeks, the president, to 
attend these meetings if possible, and the Association 
would pay the entrance fee of one guinea towards his 
expenses. If Mr. Reeks found he could not attend one 
or both of the meetings it was left for him to obtain 
another delegate. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS, 

The CHAIRMAN said the next business was the selee- 
tion of a President for the coming year, remarking that 
they had several members who had not been through the 
chair who were certain to make excellent presidents. He 
would suggest that Mr. Bindloss should be elected for 
the oftice. 

Mr. MackInbrr seconded, and Mr. Bindloss’s election 
was carried with acclamation. 

Mr. Brinp oss said he should have preferred that some 
other gentleman should have been chosen for the posi- 
tion, but if they wished it he would take it for the year 
and would do his best. 

Vice-Presidents :—-Mr. Reeks, Mr. R. W. Clarke, and 
Mr. Lennox were elected as vice-presidents, on the 
motion of Mr. Mackinder, 

Hon. See. :—Mr. 'T. W. Turner was re-elected as secre- 
tary, the Chairman remarking that Mr. Turner had done 
some very good work for the Association. Mr. Gooch 
seconded, and the motion was carried unanimously. 

Mr. TuRNER said he would continue in office, but he 
felt compelled to complain that so many of the members 
neglected to answer his notices or letters. 

Mr. Russet said the next officer to be elected was 
He had held the position for some years, 


asked to preside, a telegram having been received from. but, as they knew, he was leaving England, so it would 
Mr. Reeks, of Spalding, the president, stating that he he necessary for some other gentleman to be elected. 


was unable to get to the meeting. 


Mr. BinpLoss said it came as a surprise to him that 


The minutes of the last meeting, held at Lincoln, were | Mr, Russell was leaving the country, and he was sorry 
taken as read, having been published in the veterinary that the Association was about to lose such a valuable 


papers. 
several members who could not attend. 
THE HEALTH CONGRESSES. 


A letter was read from the Secretary of the at | 
Institute of Public Health stating that the annual meet- 


Letters and telegrams were also read from member. 
become their treasurer as well as secretary. 
‘offices had gone together before, and he thought Mr. 
Turner was well able to look after their finances, 


He would suggest that Mr. Turner should 
The two 


Mr. RupkIN said there was no doubt they felt: very 


: much their loss by Mr. Russell leaving the Association 
ing was to be held at Folkestone from the 22nd to the and leaving England. 


He knew he should feel very 


27th of July, and asking that a delegate or delegates yynch his leaving Grantham. He had known him for 
might be sent, the fee for each of whom would be a jany years, and they had always worked together. Mr. 


guinea ; the Earl of Radnor was to preside. 


Russell’s father had been one to help in starting the 


A letter was also read stating that the annual Sanitary Association, and it grieved them all that they were 


ongress was arranged to be held at Glasgow from the 
25th to the 30th of July, and asking that delegates might 
sent. The fee, which would entitle to all the privi- 
leges, would be one guinea. 
he CHAIRMAN said these meetings were very impor- 
tant and ought to be attended by all veterinary surgeons 
who could spare the time. It would be a good thing if 
the Association had always a delegate at these meetings, 
ut he was afraid their banking account would not allow 
them to pay their delegates’ expenses. He had attended 
a Congress on one occasion and greatly he had enjoyed 
, The Secrerary said he attended some years back the 
Congress on Tuberculosis, and he certainly was very 
Pleased with what he heard, and also with the way in 
Which he was treated. 


about to lose the son of such an able man as Captain 
Russell. 
their best thanks for what he had done for the Associa- 
tion, for he had worked well for it, and they owed hima 
good deal. 
treasurer, he knew he would do the work well and 
would follow in Mr. Russell’s footsteps. 
was carried unanimously. 


He thought they ought to accord Mr. Russell 


If Mr. Turner would take up the office of 
The election 


Mr. TurNER, in accepting the office, said he would 


undertake the work for one year, and if he could not get 
on with it they must select someone else. 


Hon. ASSOCIATE. 
Mr. Bexpioss said he did not like the idea of Mr. 


Russell’s name being lost entirely to the Association, 
and he should be glad to propose that that gentleman’s 
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name be kept on the books as an honorary associate of 
the Society. This was immediately seconded by two or 
three members present and cordially agreed to. 


ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. Russe.y thanked them and said he had now the 
duty of presenting the annual balance sheet for the last 
time. The balance to their credit was not quite so 
large as it had been the year before, but they had a fair 
balance in hand, and there were a good number of sub- 
scriptions to come in which would soon alter the appear- 
ance of things. Mr. Russell then gave a detailed 
account of the receipts and expenditure, which was con- 
sidered satisfactory. 


THe Councit Evectrion R.C.V.S. 


The SecrETARY then asked what was to be done with 
regard to nominating a representative on the Council. 
He explained that they had been without a nominee 
during the past year. At the last annual meeting it was 
decided to nominate Mr. Gooch if the then sitting mem- 
ber did not seek re-election, but the member did not let 
them know early enough that he did not intend to seek 
re-election, and consequently Mr. Gooch’s name was not 
submitted. 

Mr. MackINDER thought if Mr. Gooch’s name was 
submitted he would be elected, for he was a gentleman 
well known in the profession, and he had not the slight- 
est doubt he would serve them well. It was then agreed 
that Mr. Gooch’s name should be submitted. 

Mr. Goocu, in thanking them, said he had been a 
member of the Lincolnshire Association as long, or 
longer, than any member now on the books, and 
although he had no ambition to go on the Council, if he 
did go he should like to do so as the nominee of his 

rent Society. He would mention the wish of the 

ociety at the Birmingham meeting, and if he was then 
given support he would stand, and he saw no difticulty 
about being elected. 


SOME AFTER-RESULTS OF PARTURITION. 
By R. W. Knowurs, M.R.C.V.S., Wisbech. 


The subject of my paper to-day is one that I thought 
would be interesting to us as country practitioners just 
at this time of the year, when we are preparing for cases 
of foaling in mares with the attending after-results. Of 
course, ina paper of this nature only a few of the ab- 
normal conditions following parturition can be mentioned 
and these only briefly, as many of them would demand a 
paper to themselves ; but I propose to speak of some 
the treatment of which is more or less a subject of con- 
troversy, in the hope that the discussion which follows 
may be mutually beneficial. 


EVERSION OF THE UTERUs. 

This is a condition which we all of us, of course, have 
had to tackle. 1 think I may congratulate myself on 
having had rather more than average success in these 
cases with mares. Although with ewes it has been the 
reverse, for although the organ has been no trouble to 
return and keep in position, the patient has usually 
succumbed to metritis. With cows {think | have about 
average success. 

I will presume the patient is a mare. I like, if possi- 
ble, to have the animal standing and to have the hind 
parts highest, but you do not always get what you 
want. Some of them being very violent, if necessary a 
quieting draught is first administered. The uterus is 
then washed with warm water containing some anti- 
septic, after the placental membranes if still there have 
been detached. An assistant on each side supports the 
organ with asheet while the operator gradually manipu- 
lates it back. It is followed by the arm as far as one can 

each, and I have always found that there is a portion 


at the extreme end which does not go back, and the arm 
is not long enough to put it there. My method is then 
to have a clean small champagne bottle dipped in warm 
water ready, and bringing my arm out slowly, so as not 
to start the mare straining, I take the bottle by the neck 
and again introducing my arm, with the aid of the extra 
few inches of bottle complete the return of the extreme 
end. The arm shomld again be brought out very gradu- 
ally. 1 never use suture or clamp to the vulva, because 
I think the irritation caused by > likely to make the 
patient strain, and my opinion is if the uterus is only 
prevented from everting again by these means and lies 
In a mass in the pelvis, it is almost as well out again. 
If it is thought advisable to apply a truss a simple and 
efficacious one is Delwart’s truss, which is made with 
two-inch ropes each about 18 feet long. These are 
doubled and interwoven at the bend, as shown in a 
model I have brought. The loop formed by the inter- 
lacing of the ropes is adjusted round the vulua, the two 
ends of one rope are carried up on either side of the 
tail and along the back, being wound round each other 
in their course, andare attached to the upper part of a 
collar encircling the neck. The ends belonging the 
other rope are carried down between the thighs, then 
forward and upward one on each side, and are attached 
to the sides of the collar. But I think it rarely neces- 
sary to use even a truss, and I speak with an experience 
of a good number ot these cases extending over a period 
of 23 years. Inno case can I remember the uterus 
being re-everted, after being returned either in a mare 
or cow. I always advise that the animal should not be 
bred from again, but I know of cases in both mares and 
cows where my advice has not been followed, and the 
animal has bred again without any untoward result. 


RETENTION OF Fa:rAL MEMBRANES IN MARES. 


I wrote an article to Vhe Veterinary Reeord last 
March upon this subject and it produced several com- 
munications in reply, most of them I must say adversely 
criticising my opinions and treatment. The two main 
points were these—-When should the membranes be 
taken away ; and should antiseptics be injected into the 
uterus. My contention was, and still is, that it is in- 
advisable to take them away until the mare shows such 
constitutional disturbance in the nature of elevated 
temperature, quickened pulse and_ respirations, loss of 
appetite, ete., as to warrant manual interference. [I had 
two cases last spring, one of which did not cleanse until 
60 hours after foaling, and the other went 68 hours. 
Both of them fortunately were within about two miles 
of my surgery, so that I could see them every morning 
and evening and inject into the uterus about a quart of 
warm water with a little Jeyes’ fluid, this being the 
preparation I prefer in these cases. At the end of the 
periods | have named slight traction only was necessary 
to bring about the desired result. Both these cases di 
very well. At other times of course it is necessary to act 
quicker. Very much depends on the surroundings, the 
nature of the stable in which the animal is placed, in re- 
gard to ventilation, drainage, cleanliness, ete, .\tmo 
spheric conditions also exert a considerable influence. A 
warm, damp atmosphere that favours the development 
of putrefactive or pathogenic organisms is much more 
likely to produce septic metritis than an atmosphere 
that ix cool and dry. I know some practitioners wou 
under no circumstances allow a mare to retain the 
membranes longer than 24 hours, but I have given the 
result of my own experience—and T have a_ good many 
of these cases during the foaling season, and I may say 
that I have seen more harm done by acting preeipl 
tately as the result of impatience, and perhaps over 
anxiety, than by waiting patiently upon nature, at the 
same time keeping a close watch for the advent of ay 
symptoms that may call for action. s 

Thave had two cases in my experience which, althous? 
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perhaps hardly coming under the heading of after-resnIts | some and slow in recovery, [ have never had one end 


of parturition, may, I think, be mentioned, because the fatally. 


I treat them with sulphate of magnesia in 


treatment follows parturition and they may prove of : about 6-ounce doses daily for three days, or longer if 


interest. They were cases in which both the vagina and 
rectum were oy vem ; inone the foal’s head, and in the 
other the front legs being presented through the anus. 
In each the respective owners had pushed the parts 
back into their proper position and brought the foal 
away all right before sending for me. On exploration | 
found a rupture large enough to yass my hand through 
in the roof of the vagina and the floor of the rectum 
about six inches from the external openings. 

Treatment consisted of antiseptic injections, those into 
the rectum at first being evacuated by the lower passage. 
Soft diet was given, and both animals made a good re- 
covery. Danger of peritonitis is not great in cases of 
this sort, because, as you know, the peritoneum* cover- 
ing the uterus and bowels is retlected back and does not 
cover the posterior parts of the vagina and rectum. It 
sometimes happens that both anus and vulva are torn 
into one rather nasty looking opening. This probably 
takes place when what | have just silane’ Occurs, 
and there being no one present to return the parts, the 
straining of the mare produces the rupture. Provided 
you get no septic complications, these cases with anti- 
septic dressings usually do all right, but | believe there 
is always a peculiar flapping or sucking sound heard 
afterwards when the animal trots. 

Open URracuus. 

During the foaling season we expect to get several 
messages to the effect that “the foal makes water 
through its navel.” I have in several cases found these 
rather troublesome to stop, and perhaps there are others 
here who have been in the same position, and it is for 
this reason that I have included this in my paper, so 
that by an interchange of ideas we may perhaps benefit. 
I always put the patient down, clip the surrounding 
hair off, wash the parts with some antiseptic, then dust 
some boracic acid and iodoform over it, close the oritice 
with a pin and figure-of-eight suture, apply some more 
of the dry dressing over the whole and let the animal 
up. This in many cases is sufficient, but in others we 
get a message in two or three days to the effect that 
“the navel is dropping again.” The whole process is 
again gone through and it is not often that it requires 
anything further, but I think it would be better if we 
knew of something that was sure to put it right first 
time. I always warn the owner in these cases, and in 
fact always when there is any abnormality at the um- 
bilicus, to closely watch the foal to see if any of its 
joints swell or whetines it goes lame, for then we are in 
for that troublesome affection— joint evil. 

UnN-NAMED AFFECTION IN Cows. 

There isan affection in cows which I do not remember 
ever seeing mentioned in any work on bovine diseases, 
but which in my experience is fairly common. It affects 
cows at any time from three to six weeks after calving, 
usually about a month, and its pathology | think is 
rather obscure. Probably it is some hepatic trouble, 
but why it should occur just at that time { am unable to 
say. The symptoms are loss of appetite, rapid wasting, 
lactation not so much interfered with as one would 
expect. But the most characteristic and diagnostic 
Symptom is the character of the feces. These are 
always of a constipated nature, dark in colour and 
bright looking, or what you might call “ shiny” on the 
outside. My late father used to call it “low fever,” but 
this isa misnomer, because I have always taken the 
temperature in these cases, but have never found it 
other than normal. When a cow has once had this affee- 
tion she is liable to it again at a future calving, and I 
can call to mind one that was the same after three 
Successive calvings. Although sometimes rather trouble- 


necessary, this depending upon the state of the bowels ; 
when these have become normal a few doses of ordinary 
vegetable tonics will usually complete the cure. 

Well, gentlemen, although my paper is perhaps shorter 
than you mostly get, [ think I have said sutlicient to 
wovide ground for a discussion which I hope will be 
ively and useful. 


The CHAIRMAN, in presenting a vote of thanks to Mr. 
Knowles, remarked that the paper provided material for 
a very good discussion, and when they had read it overa 
few times, as they would be able to do after it had been 
printed in the papers, he thought the members would 
come to the next meeting prepared to enter into a dis 
cussion. He would therefore suggest that the discussion 
should be held over wntil their next meeting, and per- 
haps in that time some of them might have cases with a 
bearing on the subject. 

Several members expressing the same opinion, Mr. 
Russell’s suggestion was agreed to, 

Mr. Russet presented the Society with a Miles’ 
ecraseur, a splendid instrument which had belonged to 
his late father, and also exhibited for inspection and 
formally handed over to the new treastirer the following 
instruments which belonged to the Society, and which 
were kept for the use of the members :—Miles’ ecraseur, 
knife and spreader ; Thompson’s tooth shears ; Santy’s 
tooth forceps; Set of three trephines; Tracheotomy for- 
ceps ; Sanderack forceps, iron and clamps. 

Whe members afterwards dined together at the George 
Hotel, when the usual loyal toasts were duly honoured, 
and a hearty farewell was accorded to Mr. Russell. 


CRUELTY PROSECUTION AT WORKINGTON, 


Michael O'Hare, 18, carter, was charged at the Work- 
ington Petty Sessions on Wednesday, February 3rd, with 
working a horse in an unfit state on January 20th ; and 
Peter Kelly, 52, carter, was summoned for causing it to 
be so worked. Inspector Blackburn, R.S.P.CLA,, prose- 
cuted, and Mr. Gordon Falcon defended. 

The Inspector stated that he saw defendant driving a 
bay mare in Finkle Street attached to a cart containing 
refuse. The animal was extremely lame on the near 
fore leg, suffering from a sprained tendon, a badly swol- 
len leg, and ossification of the lateral cartilages, or side- 
bone. It seemed to be suffering. He asked him why he 
worked it. Defendant said he knew the mare was lame, 
and he wouldn't have worked her, only his own horse 
had a shoe off and his master told him to take this. 
Witness afterwards saw the animal standing in the stable 
on three legs. It flinched on being touched. He told 
the owner it was not fit to work. 

Cross-examined : The only pull the horse would have 
was past the Clydesdale Bank. A horse did not always 
walk lame when severely blistered, only if blistered on 
an unsound place. 

It was not the custom to blister a horse after a winter's 
run unless it was unsound. The owner told him the 
horse had been blistered a month before. © Under such 
circumstances exercise was good for a horse, but not 
work. 

Sergeant Veiteh corroborated. 

James Statford, V.S., Whitehaven, stated that he 
examined a large brown mare on January 20th, and 
found it very lame on the near fore leg and suffering 
froma sprained tendon, a mal-formed foot, and sidebone, 
and totally unfit foi work. It had recently been blis- 


tered. 
By the Inspector : Witness considered that the disease 
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had been going on for a considerable time, and that it | 
would take a considerable time to get it better. 

Cross-examined: It was not the tendon, but the— 
sheath of the tendon that was sprained. It was nota 
different thing. If the sheath was inflamed there was a 
probability of the tendon being inflamed. If the sheath 
was inflamed the tendon was bound to be inflamed, for 
the tendon ran through the sheath. : 

By the Clerk : Both sheath and tendon were inflamed | 
in this instance. General exercise would be good for the | 
mare. 

Walter Little, blacksmith, stated that he had known | 
the mare since Mr. Kelly got it last April. It had 
always gone feeble since he got it, and the day before 
Christmas witness blistered it and told defendant that 
after a lapse of four or five days they might put a little 
oil on the sore. Shortly before the 20th of January, on | 
the owner asking him, he told him that she was not fit 
to work, and that he might give her another day or two. 
Witness told him subsequently that it might do light 
work. She would be better going in a cart than led by 
the head, as the shafts would steady her. She was not 
an old mare, and was frisky, and would squeal when- | 
ever they touched her. He removed her shoes three or 
four days afterwards, and had no trouble in doing so ; 
she never flinched. ; 

By the Inspector: It was the sight of the leg and not 
the lameness which caused him to say the mare was not 
fit when defendant first asked him. The mare was going 
a little stiff. Defendant hadn’t worked her since because 
the Inspector forbade him. 

John Soulsby, V.S., Cockermouth, stated the mare’s 
leg was swollen and going rather tender, but not more 
so than fully 50 per cent. of horses that were doing work. 
The irritation caused by the daily application of oil 
accounted for the swelling. There wasan effusion under 
the skin. He pressed the tendon, but failed to find any 
sprain of the tendon. There was a sprain of the sheath 
of the tendon. He had since verified that opinion. If 
they got a sprained tendon they must get a thick ten- 
don, and the tendon in this instance was not thick. He 
had seen the mare that morning and it was in much the 
same condition as when he saw it first. The blister 
alone would cause it to lift its feet. It was a common 
thing to blister horses after a winter’s run. One reason 
was that an effusion was thrown out which acted as a 
support to the back tendons and did them good. There 
was no trace or symptom of sidebone ; the lateral carti- 
lages were quite soft—they could move them. Sidebone 
was a deposit of bone in the lateral cartilages, and was 
permanent ; and had the mare had sidebone on January 
20th it would have had it now. It had not, and never 


had. He did not consider that the class of work the 
mare was doing would hurt her, but that it was good | 
forher. The effects of the blister had gone off, but the | 
effects of the irritation cansed it to look unsightly. He | 
told the owner he could use her for light jobs. There | 
was not so much stiffness now as before, because he had 
stopped the oil, and the effusion thrown out had become | 
absorbed, and there was no interference with the action — 
of the animal’s leg as there was then. The mare was | 
maybe 10 to 12 years old, and what they called a “ gassy ” | 
mare. 
By Mr. Dalzell: The application of oil after blistering , 
has a tendency to promote stiffness, it did not follow | 
necessarily that if the sheath was inflamed the tendon 
was inflamed. 

Re-examined by Mr. Falcon : The skin of a horse was | 
more sensitive than the skin of a man, and a blister could 
be caused by oil and friction. 

Cross-examined by the Inspector : Witness called the 
mare’s lameness mechanical lameness. There was pain, 
there was in 50 per cent. of horses going about. Rubbing 
the oil in had made her uncomfortable. 


The Inspector: Can you have swelling without in- 
flammation ?—-It was an effusion. 

What is an effusion ?—Serum. 

Where you have an effusion of serum and swelling and 
inflammation, you are bound ‘to have pain’—But in 
some cases where you have swelling it is less painful. 

But not on the bone ?—It was not on the bone. 

On the cartilage ?—It was not on the cartilage. 

On the tendon, then !—It was not on the tendon ; it 
was in the sheath of the tendon. (Laughter.) 

Witness admitted that it would be cruelty to give the 
mare hard work to do. 

Re-examined by Mr. Falcon : One of the mosi eminent 
veterinary surgeons of the day, in his treatment of 
laminitis—one of the most painful of diseases—put shoes 
on the animal and made it go round its box, and it was 
in perfect agony all the time. 

Witness thought the mare was fit enough to go through 
the work it was doing. 

The Inspector : But you didn’t see it. 

Witness : I saw it two days afterwards. 

By the Clerk : The work it was doing would not in- 
crease the pain, if there was pain, but mitigate it—amiti- 
gate the swelling. 

The magistrates went to see the mare. 

The Mayor said they considered it a perfectly proper 
case to bring forward, but as there was some doubt in 
regard to the matter they had decided to dismiss the 
case.— West Cumberland Times. 


ALLEGED WHISTLING. 
SMITH v. FARMER. 


At the Winter Assizes for the Town and County of 
Haverfordwest and also for the County of Pembroke, 
held in the Shirehall, Haverfordwest, on Friday, 
Jan. 15, before Mr. Justice Walton, Kt., who was ac- 
companied on the bench by Mr. Perey Arden, Pontfaen 
(High Sheriff of the County); Mr. Thomas M. Phillips 
(High Sheritf of Haverfordwest), and the High Sherift’s 
Chaplain (Rev. J. Jenkyn Evans, vicar of Pontfaen). 

This was an action brought by Mr. W. J. Smith, of 
Churchlands, near Treffgarne, against Mr. Hayward 
Farmer, of Northampton, upon a cheque drawn by Mr. 
Farmer payable to Mr. Smith for £110, payment of 
which had been stopped at the Bank. 

The defence alleged plaintiff put the price on a_brown 
gelding which was warranted to be a good hunter, 
sound, and five years old, and that the plaintiff failed 
to deliver such a hunter ; and there was an alternative 
claim for breach of warranty. 

Mr. Arthur Lewis (instructed by Messrs. Eaton Evans 
and Williatus, Haverfordwest) was for the plaintiff, and 
Mr Hodges (instructed by Messrs. Becke, Green, an 
Stops, Northampton) for the defendant. 

The transaction being admitted, the defendant’s case 
was opened first. 

Defendant was then called, and said that in June last, 
being in the neighbourhood of Haverfordwest, he went 
to Mr. Smith’s house, and was shown the stables. He 
trotted the horse in question to see if he liked his paces, 
but he never examined him at all. He walked across 
some fields to see other horses Mr. Smith had out to 
grass, and on the way he asked him what he wante 
for the horse. Mr. Smith said £140, and he eventually 
agreed to give him £110. He told Mr. Smith he would 
have him examined or sent up to him as sound, but Mr. 


Smith said, “ No: I won’t have a veterinary surgeon 0! 


the place.” He (defendant) said, “ All right ; then you 
sell am as sound,” and he seemed to agree to that : he 
would send him to witness sound. He said he was # 
five-year-old. He came to Carmarthen, and wrote 
Mr. Smith, enclosing a cheque, stating, “As I didn 
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examine the horse, | buy him as you sell him, sound.” 
Defendant deposed to subsequently trying the horse, and 
finding him a “ whistler” and a four-year-old, where- 
upon he returned him. A four-year-old was nothing 
like so valuable as a five-year-old. It was not capable 
of doing the work of a hunter. He had never sold a 
four-year-old at a higher price than a five-year-old. He 
could not sell a “whistler” as a sound horse. If this 
horse had been sound, and a five-year-old, he should per- 
haps, have made £20 profit on him. 

Cross-examined : Supposing this horse was foaled at 
the beginning of June, 1898, how old would he be on the 
22nd June, 1903 ?—I’m afraid I can’t tell you. 

Count it on your fingers (laughter).—Witness then 
said it would be a five-year-old. He had never met Mr. 
Smith before that day. He went to the stables, and 
the horse was bridled, and trotted up and down*the 

ard. It was afterwards saddled by Smith’s order. He 
thought Smith rode the horse first, and then he mounted. 
Smith said, “ Get on him, and havea ride” He did not 
say, “ Now you are on his back, do as you like with 
him.” He (defendant) rode the horse to a 10 or 12-acre 
field close by, and cantered him round, but did not ex- 
pand him. He trotted him, cantered him, and then 
broke into a rather fast gallop, going round the field 
once on him. Smith and his groom were both there at 
the time, and he asked the groom to get on and gallop 
him round, so that he could see in what form he went. 
He galloped round once, but not afterwards up and 
down the field. Probably he (defendant) himself stopped 
him, as he was satisfied with the way the horse moved. 
The horse was taken back to the stable, and nothing 
was said about the price until he had had tea, and was 
going away from the house. He could not recollect say- 
ing he would try and guess what Smith gave for the 
horse. Hedid not suggest £60, or he should not have 
offered him as much as he did. Mr. Smith asked him 
£140, and he said he would have nothing to do with 
him at that. price, afterwards offering £110. He saw the 
horse once more before the price was settled He could 
noi remember Mr. Smith saying, “On condition that I 
see you again you shall have him.” Smith did not say 
he had bought it without a vet’s. certificate, and would 

sell him the same. 

What words did he use ’—I said I would have him 
examined by a vet., and he said, “No; he would not 

have them on the place.” I said, “ Very well ; you send 

im to me sound,” and he said, “ Yes ; he would send 

him to me sound.” It was either “sell” or “send” him 
sound. When he first looked at the horse Smith said 
he was a five-year-old and a good hunter. 

Do you pledge your oath Mr. Smith said “I warrant 

him sound” 1—Yes, I will. 

Further questioned, he said the groom was not there 
when the conversation took place. When he tried the 
horse he never sweated a hair. He never tried him to 
see if he was a “ whistler,” but he would swear he was 
a“whistler” now. He did not know that since he had 
been sold by the Railway Co. the horse had taken two 


prizes at shows, though he had heard he had taken a 


silver cup as the best hunter bred in the county. First 
prizes were given to unsound horses very often. 

In reply to the Judge, Witness said when the horse 
Was tried by the vet. he was run three-quarters of-a-mile 
tach time, and got worse each time. 

Mr. Samuel J, Marriott, M.R.C.V.S., Northampton, 


eposed as to examining the horse at Brampton Grange, 


and £lving a certificate of unsoundness. He had seen it 


— that morning, and it was still a “whistler.” This 
.“S an unsoundness through the larynx not being sufti- | 


ciently large to allow air to pass without a noise. If the 
tse Were put to continued full speed, he would get dis- 
a through being a “whistler.” The _unsoundness 
pr. d tend to decrease its speed. ‘ Whistling” got 
°rse In time, and he should say the horse was worse 
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| that morning than when he saw it before, but he was in 

, harder condition, because he had been hunted. 

| Does it affect the price to be a “ whistler ?”—-If he is 
unsound, he could not be sold as a good hunter. 

“ Whistling ” means unsoundness ?--It is unsoundness 

| You have been at shows !—Yes, | have been veterinary 

| surgeon at county shows. 

Do they apply the same test to find out unsoundness 
to wind as you would do in buying horse ‘—The 
| judge usually puts them through all their paces, but 

does not put them to any severe test. If there is any 
question of unsoundness, it is referred to the veterinary 
| surgeon who is appointed for that purpose, He (wit- 

ness) had no doubt whatever the horse was a four-year- 
old. He could not be sold as a hunter, and £35 to £50 
was the extreme price it would sell for as a harness 
horse ; it would make a noise going wphill. 

Cross-examined : Once a “whistler,” always a 
“whistler,” was his opinion, and the tendency was to 

get worse instead of better. He found him worse that 
day than in June, and the trial was a perfectly fair one. 
Mr. Evans rode him, and he was not sweated at all. 
He was taken very fast, but nothing like he would go 
in hunting, and he had no jumping. The “ whistling ” 
would show itself if he were steadily hunted through a 
season. He thought the “whistling” could be detected 
by anybody who understood horses; it was distinctly 
heard that morning. 

Mr. J. F. Rees, M.R.C.V.S, Carmarthen, veterinary 
surgeon for the Carmarthenshire County Council and 
Carmarthen Town Council, also Inspector under the 
Board of Agriculture, said he had examined the horse 
that morning, and found him a five-year-old this year 
and a whistler. Last June he would four. Witness 
took a horse’s age from the Ist January. If the horse 
was warranted sound, whistling was unsound, and the 
horse could not be sold as a hunter if he wasa whistler. 

He must be sound in wind and eye, otherwise, he could 
not be described as a hunter. 
| Cross-examined : He should say this horse was a bad 
| whistler, but the whistling could not necessarily be 
detected by anyone using the horse. He attended that 
trial that morning and had a ride on him, and detected 
the whistling at once. It was apparent while he was 
on his back. 

The Judge: You could hear it!--Undoubtedly ; 
there is no question about it in my mind. 

Mr. Lewis: There are others who entertain a different 
opinion who have tried him several times. Doctors 
differ in horse cases as well as in others. (Langhter.) 

How would you tell the age of the horse !—L should go 
by his teeth. 
If L prove that he was foaled at the beginning of June 
would that alter your opinion !--Not at all. My ex- 
perience is that horses are very truthful as regards their 
age unless meddled with. 

Do you suggest this horse has been meddled with ! 
No, you cannot make him younger, you must make him 
older. (Laughter.) 

It seems a strong position to take up! i am only 
speaking from experience. If a horse’s mouth is left 
a he speaks the truth. 
| Upto het age can you fix a horse’s age by his teeth ! 
six years old. A_ horse loses his two first teeth when 
| two years six months ; his second two when three years 
‘six months, and his third two when four years and six 
‘months. This horse has a temporary tooth in his mouth 

now. 

Mr. D. Evans, Haverfordwest, veterinary surgeon to 
the Pembrokeshire County Council, said he had ex- 
amined the hunter and found it a “ whistler.” He 
noticed it had a temporery tooth, one of the corner teeth. 
It indicated by its moutn five years old now ; last June 
he would be four. : 

The Judge: How can you be sure of that /—By his 
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teeth. He will will be five years old next May or June ; 
he is not five now. 

The Judge ; Can you be certain this horse is not quite 
five years old? Can you say infallibly by the teeth ?—I 
should not say by the teeth in all cases. 

Mr. Lewis: You don’t agree with the last witness, 
then ?—-That is a matter of opinion. 

The Judge : You cannot fix the birthday by the teeth ? 


. (Laughter)—I have seen a horse that I knew to be five 


years old with fonr-year-old teeth. 

Mr. Arthur Lewis, for the plaintiff, said there would 
evidently be a conflict of testimony, and the question 
would be—Did Mr. Smith warrant the horse sound, and 
by that warranty induce defendant to purchase for £1102 
If he did so warrant him, was the horse sound, and was 
he sound now? He should bring evidence to show that 
the horse was not only sound then, but was sound now, 
and, further, that Mr. Smith did not give any warranty, 
but, on the other hand, that Mr. Farmer fully tested the 
horse, and bought him as he found him. 

The plaintiff, Mr. Smith, gave evidence, and stated 
that when the horse was breught out of the stable he 
said to him, “ Now, go and do whatever you like with 
him.” Defendant went into the field, and galloped him 
round three times at a strong gallop. He then asked the 
groom to mount, and the groom galloped round him 
while he, apparently, listened to his breathing. The 
horse was then galloped right up the slope of the field 
until the defendant told the groom that would do. Sub- 
sequently, witness asked £140 for the horse, and defen- 
dant replied, “* You have spoiled it. There is not much 
in it now, | can tell you.” Defendant then said, “Shall 
I give a guess what you gave for the horse,” and he re- 

lied it didn’t matter. Then defendant said £60, and 
1e (plaintiff) siniled, because that happened to be the 
sum he did give. 

The Judge: Did you tell him he had guessed right? 
—Well, | just smiled, my lord. (Laughter.) 

Continuing, witness said defendant subsequently bid 
£110, and he asked him to make it £120. The horse was 
again brought out to the yard, and he volunteered the 
remark that he bought his horses without veterinary 
examinations, and sold them without. 

In reply to the Judge, he stated he said it without 
anything from the defendant to bring it. He said it be- 
cavse he had had a deal of bother with vets. He had 
ridden the horse to hounds well up, and had never any 
indications of whistling. 

Cross-examined : Plaintiff said he would not submit 
the horse to an independent veterinary surgeon’s ex- 
amination, appointed by the Court, because it had been 
nearly killed that day. 

Why would you not ?—That is my business. 

The gentlemen of the jury would like to know ?—He 
must have a breath. 

In answer to further questions plaintiff said he be- 
lieved the horse to be sound. He Soeuie him as sound 
aud did not have any warranty. He destroyed the 
letter accompanying the cheque ; he lit his pipe with it 
because he didn’t think anything about it. (Laughter.) 
He, however, kept a copy of the letter he sent in reply 
to it. Asked if he had sold a horse of that value with- 
out a warranty or examination, he said he had. He 
was asked to give instances and said four or five within 
three months.--At that price ?—-Oh no, they were at £40 
or £50 each. 

Mr. Evan Phillip:, veterinary surgeon, Cardiff, said he 
examined the horse on the 6th January, both by hard 
riding, by galloping, and by what was known as the 
coughing test, and with a stick held up to the horse’s 
head to frighten it, and found absolutely no sign of 
“whistling.” He would swear it was perfectly sound. 
He examined the horse again that morning and applied 
the same tests with the same result. He galloped it for 
three or four minutes’ hard gallop. He was present at 


the test made by the other side when they took it from 
Haverfordwest, and galloped it for four or five minutes 
straight off at very top speed. He did not consider the 
test a fair one. The horse was somewhat distressed, but 
he could not then detect any sign of “ whistling.” 

Cross-examined : The horse was distressed as any 
horse would be if put at top pace suddenly and kept at 
it for three or four minutes. 

Mr. Thomas Thomas, Cowbridge, spoke to judging the 
horse at Haverfordwest show last year, and awarding it 
the prize as the best hunter in Pembrokeshire, and the 
silver cup for the best hunter over gorse hurdles. He 
galloped him round the show ring several times, and so 
far as he knew the horse was sound. 

Cross-examined : The test was a usual and good one, 
but not so severe as might be given outside the ring 
where the horse would be put at its best pace. He con- 
sidered such a test as applied by the other side, a four 
minutes’ hard gallop, was a fair one. 

Mr. W. Gibbs, J.P., said he judged the animal at 
Clynderwen Christmas Show a year ago. He saw the 
horse galloped fast round the ring several times, 
and 1B os no sign of “whistling ;” he awarded it 
first prize. 

Cross-examined ; He considered the test applied that 
morning a fair one. 

Mr. James Steel, M.R.C.V.S., said he galloped the 
horse up the Union Hill a couple of times that morning, 
and he would swear it was perfectly sound. It was not 
even distressed after it. 

John Lewis, groom, corroborated plaintiff as to the 
galloping done by defendant before he bought the horse. 

Mr. John Francis, Scolton, said he saw the horse a 
little before it was purchased, and galloped it. He con- 
sidered it sound. He went to see it fora friend who 
wanted a horse. 

Cross-examined : He did not recommend its pureliase 
bacause the price was a bit too high. 

_ Mr. Walter Richards, farmer, said he sold the horse in 
Nov., 1902. It was foaled in 1898, the last week in May 
or the beginning of June. 

Cross-examined : He sold without a warranty for £60, 
and thought the horse was sound. ' 

Mr. Arthur Lewis then addressed the jury, contending 
that the witnesses proved the horse was sound, and also 
that no warranty was given. 

Mr. Hodges replied at great length, and commented 
on the fact that Smith had declined to have an indepen- 
dent examination. 

The learned Judge submitted two questions to the 
jury—first, was it a term of the contract that if the horse 
was not sound defendant should have the right to reject 
it? Second, did the plaintiff warrant or guarantee to 
the defendant that the horse was sound! His Lordship 
said the jury must answer those two questions first, al 
then afterwards would come the question as to the 
soundness of the horse. 

The jury, after a quarter of an hour's consideration, 
replied in the negative to both questions. 

he Judge : That makes an end of it. 

Judgment was entered for the plaintiff with costs— 

The Welshman. 


CRUELTY PROSECUTION AT GUILDFORD. 


On Saturday, February 13th, at the Guildford ar 
Sessicns, before Sir William Chance and other count) 
magistrates, Harry Howard, of Haslemere, | coal mer 
chant, appeared to an adjourned summons for —_ 
a horse to be worked in an unfit state on January 1 os 

Mr. C. R. Colam, secretary to the R.S.P.C.A. Pred 
cuted, and Mr. Ernest Jackson, of Farnham, negeneeal 

At the previous hearing, Mr. E. Jackson, who apl snst 
ed for the defence, made an allegation of perjury 3" 
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Inspector Freeman, R.S.P.C.A., the complainant, and the 
Bench adjourned the case, advising the aan to call 
in a veterinary surgeon toexamine the horse. 

Inspector J. Freeman was put into the box. Exam- 
ined by Mr. Colam, he said that on February 3rd he 
identified the animal in question with Mr. Kirk, a 
veterinary surgeon. That gentleman made a most 
thorough examination of the animal, which had much 
improved since witness stopped it on January 18th. A 
Mr. Lloyd also made an examination at the same time. 
Defendant was present at the examination, but witness 
did not hear him make any remark, except, he believed 
he said he was very sorry that affair had occurred. Wit- 
ness personally refrained from holding any conversation 
with defendant. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Jackson: He was sure, the 
horse had ringbone when he stopped it. When the 
animal was examined by the two veterinary surgeons it 
was walked up and down. Its lameness had then per- 
ceptibly improved, but it was still lame.—Mr. Jackson : 
I think you borrowed a butcher’s whip and trotted it up 
and down.—Witness: Yes, I did.--Mr. Jackson: You 
thought that was not an act of cruelty ’—Witness: No 
sir, [did not. The horse was only “flicked” with the 
whip.— Mr. Jackson: Then I take it that the horse was 
not lame when you trotted it ?—Witness: Oh, yes, it 
was, sir! 

Re-examined by Mr. Colam: He could not get the 
animal into a trot without “flicking” it with a whip. 

P.C. Bettison confirmed the evidence given at the pre- 
vious hearing to the effect that the horse was lame. 

William Kirk, M.R.C.V.S., of 5, Great Russell Street, 
Bedford Square, London, deposed to examining a black 


gelding which was produced for his inspection. He 
found it an aged animal, in very poor condition. It was 


devoid of “life,” and looked dejected. It was lame on 
the off fore leg and also on the off hind leg. The leaders 
of the former were strained from sidebones, which had 
robably been in existence for six or seven months. The 
ameness of the off hind leg started from sidebone and 
ringbone. He was of opinion that this animal would 
never be sound on account of its age.--Mr. Colam : Pre- 
suming that the age of the ringbone is six months, do 
you consider it would be possible for this animal to be 
found lame on the 18th of January, and to be found not 
lame at all the next day ?--Witness : Certainly not.— 
Mr. Colam: And then found lame again on the 3rd of 
February. Witness: No, of course not.—Mr. Colam: 
Was the ringbone situated in such a position as to cause 
lameness in walking ?—Witness : No. 
Cross-examined : He was not retained by the Society, 
and he knew nothing about the serious change that had 
nmade against the Inspector. He could not judge 
of the extent of any lameness the animal might have in 
seeing it walk. He was obliged to trot it. Questioned 
about the ringbone that was said to be on one of the 
horse's legs, witness said that any ordinary layman could 
feel a ringbone in the lower pastern ; although perhaps it 
would not be visible to the naked eye, it could easily be 
detected—Mr. Jackson : Do you say that this animal 
will never walk sound again !— Witness: | would not 
“ay that it would not walk sound again. It will not trot 
sound again. (Laughter). 
omas William Lloyd, a veterinary surgeon of Alder- 
Shot, said he had made an independent examination, and 
agreed with Mr. Kirk’s evidence. There was heat 
round the seat of the ringbone and the sidebone. 
ross-examined : He would say that the horse was 
‘Ame on the 18th of January, especially after it had been 
Working a little. 
ls concluded the case for the prosecution. 
a... the detence Mr. Jackson called C. F. Hulford, a 
surgeon, of Haslemere, who said that on 
Tuary 3rd examined the same horse that was 


shown him on January 18th in Mr. Marshall’s presence. 
The animal walked sound, and was not lame (laughter.) 

Cross-examined : He was quite certain that he saw the 
same animal that the Inspector stopped—a black geld- 
ing. He was also sure that on January 19th the animal 
was absolutely not lame, although it had sidebone. It 
was fit to work previous to the 3rd of February. He 
was given notice that the animal was to be examined by 
a veterinary surgeon for the prosecution, and he had an 
invitation to be present, but he could not do so. The 
Inspector said he did not think it at all material that he 
should be present, and witness thought so himself. 
Asked by Mr. Colam if he did not think it necessary, 
owing to the difference of opinion, to bring the horse to 
Guildford for the magistrates to inspect it, witness said 
he did not think it was necessary. 

Charles Marshall, a veterinary surgeon, of Farnham, 
said he was veterinary inspector to the Surrey County 
Council and the Hanipshire County Council. On Feb, 
3rd he inspected a black gelding aged about sixteen 

ears. The animal walked sound. He examined its 
hind legs, and found no ringbone, but there were side- 
bones. He found nothing on the hind leg which would 
make the horse lame, or hop on three legs, as the inspec- 
tor had said. There was nothing so acute as all that ; 
witness found some thickening of the tendons. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Colam: He should think the 
cause of the thickened tendons was that sometime ago 
the animal had sprung tendons. Questioned as to his 
relations with the Society, witness denied that he showed 
some feeling with a case instituted by the Society at 
Aldershot. He had no feeling against the Society, nor 
did he say once in a box that he would take every — 
tunity of appearing against the Society. He would not 
have Kein it more fortunate if the animal had been 
brought for the magistrates tosee. He knew it had been 
said it was quite sound, but it was not. 

Benjamin Chandler, landlord of the Royal Huts 
Hotel, Hindhead, said he had seen the horse, and it 
walked sound. 

Defendant then went into the box and swore that the 
insinuation at the last hearing that he bought his busi- 
ness from Mr. Chandler was untrue ; he bought it from 
Messrs. Drake and Mount. Witness admitted that 
Inspector Birch had sent the horse Ginger home, but 
not the black gelding. Witness declared that the 
animal walked sound and was not lame. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Colam: He had never had any 
complaint previous to this one as to the condition of this 
horse.—-Mr. Colam: Do you remember the [Inspector 
coming to you--Inspector Burch and you telling him 
that you would put the black gelding in the field in place 
of Ginger ?—-Witness : No, | do not. In reply to fur- 
ther questions, witness said he did not instruct Mr. 
Jackson to make those serious allegations against In- 
spector Freeman.—Mr. Colam ; [say you told Inspector 
Freeman that it would be said in Court that he had in- 
vented the whole story } Witness: No, | did not, 
Do you allege any untruthfulness on the part of Inspec- 
tor Freeman !--Witness : Yes, | will say that Inspector 
Freeman told an untruth. Mr. Colam: Do you still 
think so after hearing the evidence of two veterinary 
surgeons Witness: Certainly. Mr. Jackson : The 
Inspector alleges that when he came to you on the 18th 
of January with the horse you said that “there can be 
no doubt that the horse is lame ; twenty Mr. Hulford’s 
could not say otherwise.” Witness : That is not true. 
Mr. Jackson; What the Inspector swears as to having 
happened on the 18th, that the horse was lame with 
standing on three legs— that must be true or untrue, 
What do you say it is !--Witness: I say it is untrue, 

This concluded the evidence and the magistrates re- 
tired. After five minutes absence they returned, and the 
Chairman said : This case is not a very serious one, but 
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we have decided that we must convict in this case, and reported it to plaintiff, who immediately telegraphed for 
that defendant will have to pay £1. horse-boxes to bring them away. They were conveyed 
Mr. Colam said that in view of the magistrates’ de- | toa Mr. Kidman, a well-known horse-breeder, of Potter's 
cision in that case, he hoped they would give the Society | Bar, and evidence would be given, said Mr. Rawlinson, 
substantial costs, and also that they would be so good as , by both Mr. Kidman and the railway officials, of the 
to express an opinion as to the suggestion that had been | wretched condition of the animals when they arrived. 
made against Inspector Freeman’s integrity. Notwithstanding all the care which they received and 
Mr. Jackson submitted that there was no need for the | the good feeding, it was then too late for the mares to 
magistrates to express an opinion on that point. The | recuperate, and eventually they died. Correspondence 
magistrates had found that the case he had put before | ensued between plaintiff and defendant, in the course of 
them was not so, and that was an end of it. which the latter denied that the mares had been starved, 
The Chairman: If we had thought that Inspector | and the end was that plaintiff commenced an action 
Freeman had perjured himself we certainly Prison not | against the defendant for alleged negligence. 
have given our decision as we have. The Magistrates; Plaintiff went into the box and bore out counsel's 
were prepared to give the Society £5 special costs, added — statement. He added that the oldest mare, 
to which there would be 12s., the Court fees, making in | “Miss Elizabeth,” was the best of the three, inasmuch as 


all, with the fine, £6 12s.—Guildford Free Press. she was the mother of several good racehorses, one being 
— — “Tudor,” which had won some thousands of pounds in 
stakes. 


Cross-examined by Mr. Witt, he said that he could 
not exactly say how much he gave for “ Miss Elizabeth,” 
as she was bought with several others, the cost altogether 
; ; being about £190. The feeding of the animals was left 

On Friday, February 5, Mr. Justice Grantham and a! to Mr. Headington, and it was perfectly understood that 
common jury, sitting in the King’s Bench Division, in | he was to keep them well. Plaintiff was to pay £25, 
the High Courts, had before them the case of Yearsley ». | which worked out at 5s. per week. If they had wanted 
Headington. This was a re-trial of a case heard in July ' oats they ought to have been given them; he himself would 
last by Mr. Justice Bucknill and a jury, which lasted have given them corn in small mangers in the field. 
two days, and at the end of which the jury disagreed. That would be ata cost of 1s. 3d. per week, which would 
The action was brought by Mr. Stephen Yearsley, of leave 3s. 9d. for grass. It would not cost anything for 
Wembley, and of Wyndham Mews, Bryanston Square, | labour, because one man could look after 50 horses. He 
London, to recover from Mr. Phillip Edward Headington, did not know how many acres of grass there were on 
Manor Farm, Old Windsor, damages for alleged breach defendant’s farm; there might be forty acres. Plaintiff 
of contract in connection with the maintenance of ; was further examined as to the deaths of the mares. He 
certain brood mares consigned to defendant’s care relied on the defendant’s agreement to do the mares and 
in February, 1901. The defence was a denial of the their foals “well.” 
breach. His Lordship: It is quite clear that they were to be 

Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., and Mr. Dolbey, instructed by | done well. 

Messrs. Field, Wagg & Co., appeared for plaintiff, and | Witness, in further cross-examination, gave particulars 
Mr. Witt, K.C., Mr. C. Munro, and Mr. E. Aubrey, ' as to the price to be paid for the maintenance of the 
Thomas, instructed by Messrs. Gale and Durnford, animals. 

Windsor, were for the defendant. Mr. Witt: I suppose you would never have brought 

In opening the case, Mr. Rawlinson said his client | this action except for a quibble about £5 15s.!—He 
was a well-known horse dealer and breeder, of London, ! would not have brought the action if the deaths of the 
and defendant did a certain amount of horse dealing and , horses had stopped at one. 
held a farm at Old Windsor. They knew each other,| Mr. Witt: I asked you that because you wrote a let- 
and entered into negotiations for three of plaintiff’s | ter:—“I don’t accept your cheque of £41; it strikes me 
mares, which were in foal, and named respectively “Miss | you have stuck to £5 15s., not a particularly showy thing 
Elizabeth,” aged about 21 years, “Little Annie,” and to do; it’s an action which your late father would have 
“Bavielaw Witch,” to be sent down to defendant’s place ; been incapable of”. Was not that the whole secret of 
in order to be looked after until such time as they foaled. | the case, that you were angry with him and that you 
On the 20th February, 1901, plaintiff wrote to defendant, | thought you would have your knife into him with this 
“Anent our conversation, what will you foal down and ! action..—No, I was angry, but I had no animus against 
do them for till the end of October! The reply from | him, and I would have put up with the loss of one 
defendant to plaintiffon February 22nd was, “In answer | mare. 
to yours, [ will keep your three mares and two colts| Re-examined: He had claimed £50, £60 and £70 a 
until November Ist next for £25. If you care to send | the value of the animals. 
them to me they will be well done.” On the 27th Mr. Sidney Fish, manager of polo stables at Oxford, 
plaintiff wrote, “ | am going to send the three mares to | and formerly plaintiff’s foreman said he saw the three 
you, addressed to Windsor station. I think they will! mares at Neasden in February or March of 1901; they 
soon foal.” In a few days from that time the mares: were then in good condition. Next he saw them at 
arrived, and were shortly afterwards duly delivered of | Windsor and they were still the same. | He went down 
their foals, and for a time all appeared to be well. They | again in September and noticed them in a very p00 
remained in defendant’s charge until April, up to which | state. There was no food that he could see. He re 
time they were housed, and no complaint was made. In| ported the matter to Mr. Yearsley, who was very dis 
May, however, they were turned out to grass, in a small | satisfied and he said he would fetch them away. Sub- 
number of fields, with a great many other horses. The | se uently he saw the mares at Potter’s Bar. : 
hay was cut and the result was that the mares, which = W. D. Bushmill, of Andover, who deseribed him- 
were again in foal, and had their youngsters suckling at | self as a breeder of thoroughbred horses, said he entere 
them, were unable to obtain sufficient food. In Septem- | into correspondence with Mr. Yearsley for the purchase 
ber plaintiff wrote asking how tney were progressing, | of a foal. He went to Sunningdale to see a friend, *" 
and was assured that they were improving with better! Hedges, and drove with him to defendant’s farm at 
feeding. On September 19th, however, a friend of plain- | Windsor. They saw a man on the farm, who had some 
tiff’'s went to defendant’s farm, and finding the animals’ trouble to find the mares and foals; eventually the 
were in what he described as a disgraceful condition, ! were found by themselves with. their feals in @ felt 
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where there was no grass, and they could not eat without 
eating the grit as well as the roots. They were very 
weak. Next morning he made a statement to Mr. Year- 
sley in London, who in consequence of what he said, 
went down to Old Windsor the same day. A few days 
later, being at Windsor Races, he took the opportunity 
of going over to Old Windsor, and he saw the mares 
again in the same field, and their condition was very 
much worse. That was not the proper way to keep 
brood mares, and as to their value, he would not have 
purchased any in such a condition. 

Mr. A. W. Hedges, a horse-breeder at Sunningdale, 
gave evidence of seeing the animals with Mr. Bushmill. 
When he asked defendant’s foreman where the mares 
and the foals were, he said at first that he did not know; 
witness remarked to him, “Then they have not mach 
hay and corn, if you don’t know where they are.” The 
man said he did not know which way to start to find 
them. Ultimately they were found. Witness could see 
no water; the man said it was a dry season and there 
was none. 

By his Lordship: He had land and was accustomed to 
breed horses: if there was no grass a horse must be given 
hay and corn. 

Josiah Wilks, a porter at Potter’s Bar Station, deposed 
to remembering unboxing three mares and foals from 
Windsor, they were nothing but “ skin and bone.” 

Mr. J. A. Clayton, late stationmaster at Potter’s Bar, 
said he remembered the animals as they arrived at his 
station the week before he retired. They were in a 
“most emaciated and miserable condition,” and he re- 
marked upon their condition to Mr. Kidman. 

George Payne, another porter corroborated the des- 
cription of “skin and bone.” 

Mr. Charles Kidman, of Chase Cottage Farm, Potter's 
Bar, who at one time farmed largely under the late 
Marquis of Salisbury, said he had had considerable ex- 

rience with stock of all kinds including brood mares. 

n September he received three mares and three foals 
from the plaintiff consigned to him at Potter’s Bar. They 
Were in a very poor and emaciated condition and very 
weak. He made the remark at the time that they had 
either been starved or kept short of water. He accom- 

panied them from the station to his farm which was 
only a mile and a half from the station, yet they were so 
weak that they took three-quarters of an hour to walk it. 
He took very great care of the animals when they came 
into his charge, and the plaintiff sent him some tons 
of specially prepared food for them, but once a mare 
got really down he did not think it possible to get her 
right again. The animals certainly improved under his 
treatment, but they never gained any flesh. The mare 

Miss Elizabeth” was the first to die from exhaustion, 
weakness and starvation. The body was sent to the 
knacker’s; “ Bavielaw Witch” slipped her foal in Janu- 
ary and died the next March; and “ Little Annie” died 
in March with a foal inside her; the deaths of all three 
were due to exhaustion caused by starvation before they 
came to him. 

Cross-examined: He was to be paid 5s. per week for 

eeping them; they were given oats and bran first, and 
afterwards the mixed food sent by Mr. Yearsley, consist- 

ing of oats, peas, barley, and maize, but they did not im- 
Prove in general condition and health. 

Mr. Witt: Take “Little Annie,” which lived the long- 
est, do you say you believed she died from the way in 
Which she was fed in August and September of the 
a year !—“T do,” replied the witness in so em- 
phatic 4 manner as to cause amusement in court. 

%. ont you think it ridiculous to put out mares and 

8 from July to September at only 5s. per week !— 
es; I snould charge more for the three months. 
penny wise and pound foolish proceeding !—Yes. 

in the - Whitroe, corn merchant, deposed to supplying 

© autumn of 1901, to Mr. Yearsley, a quantity of 


specially prepared corn for some brood mares that had 
been terribly pulled down. Two lots were sent to Potter’s 
Bar. The mixtures consisted of crushed oats, old maize, 
white peas, and old beans, and cost the plaintiff £6 10s. 
per ton. 

Mr. Thomas Lawrence, a knacker at Potter's Bar, gave 
evidence that the animals were not worth taking away. 
When he cut them open all the organs were healthy. 

Professor Penberthy, a past President of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons, gave his opinion that 
assuming an animal was brought down to a very low 
state, there would be great difficulty in its regaining 
its proper condition, even after good treatment for six 
months. From the evidence he had heard the animals 
died from the treatment they received in August and 
September. Had there been ample grass there would 
have been sutlicient for them; if not they should have 
had other food. 

By Mr. Witt: Starvation was the primary point in 
the cause of deaths of these animals, and he believed 
it was quite possible they did die from that cause, but 
he py not say whether it was so or not, as he had 
heard only the evidence. He could not point to any 
other cause, for he had heard no evidence of parasites. 
It was very probable the animal that died in March did 
so owing to the starvation in July and August. The 
animals were too far gone before they arrived at Mr. 
Kidman’s. 

Re-examined: Had there been any evidence of para- 
sites, that would have altered his opinion. 

Mr. W. D. Wallace, veterinary surgeon, of Barnet, 
agreed with previous witness, and stated that he hap- 
pened to be at Potter’s Bar when the animals arrived 
for Mr. Kidman, and found them in a very emaciated 
condition. 

This was the case for the plaintiff, and Mr. Witt 
opened the defence. — In the first place learned counsel 
said he he should have thought that as the matter oc 
curred at Old Windsor, it could have been tried at 
Reading Assizes by a jury which would have been com- 
posed of men of experience in these matters, instead of 
which the plaintiff had thought fit to bring it before a 
London jury. If it were not for these cases people 
would not want any law courts, but people brought 
actions because they were put out of temper by some- 
thing on the other side. They could see very plainly 
that were it not for a wretched dispute about a_ paltry 
£5 15s., this action would never have been brought; but 
the parties seemed to have got into a quarrel, angry let- 
ters were written by Mr. Yearsley, and the law. snit fol- 
lowed. The plaintiff’s idea was that he was to get a 
hard and fast bargain for £25 for the keep of the animals 
from February to Ist November. The question was did 
the animals die through the neglect of Mr. Headington, 
that they died from anything that happened while they 
were in his charge. Contracts must have some relation 
to the existence of things. If aman had mares and foals, 
they were no good unless they were well looked after. 
It could not have been the intention of this bargain that 
these animals were to ve kept in that magnificent man- 
ner; people having thorough-bred horses could hardly be 
too prodigal in their expenditure. He suggested that it 
was not credible nor probable that the animals died 
in January, February, or March because of any treat- 
ment the animals received in the previous July and 
August, supposing they had been starved, which was 
denied. He commented on the fact that there was no 
post mortem examination, and no veterinary surgeon 
| called in; if that had been done the cause of death would 
| have been ascertained —Mr. Witt then called the de- 
fendant. 
Mr. P. E. Headington said he had known the plaintiff 
a good many years, and in the early part of 1901 he had 
| transactions with him. | He saw him at Wembley, and 


‘he was in negotiation with him for a hunter which he 
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saw ina paddock, and in the same place were three 
mares and two colts. He asked the plaintiff jokingly if Hedges. He put the mares and foals in the boxes at 
he was giving them anything to eat, and he replied, “Oh, | Windsor railway station for Potter’s Bar, and they looked 
yes; good hay.” Witness remarked that they were in fairly well considering that they had foals. 

bad looking condition, and the plaintiff replied that they | Cross-examined: He was surprised at receiving a tele- 
had been out to grass the previous year, and had done ' gram to send them away. It was true the grass was a 
yery badly. Mr. Yearsley asked him if he took in horses bit dry towards the end of the season, but he had seen 
to graze, and what he charged, adding that he wanted , drier seasons. 

them done as cheaply as possible. Witness asked what | James Carter, a shepherd employed by defendant, said 
he wanted done to them, and he replied that they should | the pasture dropped off a little in hay. The farm had 
have some corn, and one was a very old mare to which | never been dry, but there was always water. He went 
particular attention must be paid. The terms agreed on | out every night to see the mares were all right, and they 


about the horses. He neversaw Mr. Bushmill nor Mr. 


were 10s. a week up to the Ist of May, and 5s. a week 
afterwards for the three mares and two yearlings; the 
double amount was to include corn, but the quantity 


were looked after very well; they were not starved. 
Frederick Hall, stable boy, and James Stannard, ear- 
ter, both in the employ of defendant, gave similar evi- 


was not specified, and the 5s. was for grass alone. There | dence. 
were arrangements also as to defendant’s stallion,| John Maggs, foreman porter at Windsor Great 
“Prince Kendal.” He wrote a letter to the plaintiff on | Western Station, deposed to boxing the mares for Pot- 
the 22nd _ of February, 1901, and subsequently saw him ! ter’s Bar, and that he thought they were in fair condition. 
at Wyndham Mews, and complained that he had sent| His Lordship informed Mr. Witt that he had sent out 
him three mares without notice; also that he could not ' and inquired as to the prices of corn at the time 
hold to his bargain as he (plaintiff) knew that the prices stated by the defendant, and found that there was no 
of hay and corn had gone up, The mares were attended , increase. 
and fed on corn, bran, and hay chaff, and they foaled. Mr. John Kinross, of Riding Court Farm, Datchet, 
The plaintiff came and saw them, and said he would not | who farmed about 1,100 acres of land, stated that in the 
have known them to be his. After the Ist of May they autumn of 1901 he bought some colts off defendant's 
were turned out permanently to grass. In May he had | farm; they were in very good condition. Grass fell off 
forty acres of grazing land, and there were never more a bit in that autumn; but on the defendant’s land it was 
than sixteen horses out the whole time. Owing to the , very good, and the fields from which the hay had been 
dry season, the grass began to get a little burnt up in| taken off gave very good grazing. He had had ex- 
August, but after the hay had been mown there were | perience of breeding mares; and it was not to be won- 
about 70 acres of grass. In June the condition of the- Seeed at, that an old mare of 21 years, after foaling, had 
mares was very good indeed. It was untrue to say there | departed this life. 
was no water upon the farm for them: his farm had; Mr..J. L. Hillsdon, a farrier at Clewer, deposed that 
never been known to be dry. The plaintiff was satisfied in May, 1901, he trimmed the feet of the mares in dis- 
with the condition of the animals, cs did not say they pute; they were then in good condition. He did so again 
were in low condition and ought to have corn, nor did he one early morning in September before they started 
(defendant) promise that they should be better attended from Windsor. They were in fair condition considering 
to. On the 11th September, 1901, he dictated a letter | they were in foal with foals beside them: they did not 
to his wife to be sent to plaintiff, in which it was said, | look starved or emaciated, for they pulled him about “a 
“Your mares are in very fair condition, but they would , tidy bit.” 
be all the better for a little corn.” On the 24th Septem-| Mr. J. McIntosh MeCall, assistant veterinary surgeon 
ber, he happened to be at Windsor Station and heard | to the Board of Agriculture, stated he had two animals 
then that the animals were to be taken to London. When | grazing on the defendant’s farm in the season of 1901. 
he arrived in London, he saw Mr. Yearsley, who did not | He was frequently at Mr. Headington’s during week ends 
say why he had sent for them. As to their deaths, he through the year and saw his own animals constantly. 
had no opportunity for a post mortem, and as to their One of them had no corn during the summer and was 
value, he denied the sum put upon by the plaintiff, it in fair condition, so that he sold it at a good price for 
was ridiculous. | harness work. He saw the plaintiff's mares two or three 
Cross-examined as to his letter on the 24th February, | days after they arrived and frequently throngh the sum- 
he said that he would do the mares well. He could} mer. At the end of the time they were not in such good 
never tell how many horses there were on his farm at one | condition, but very fair. Assuming that the mares had 
time, because Nelson Cooper, a dealer, turned out horses | fallen off in the autumn and well fed at Mr. Kidmans 
there when he liked. trom September, it was not in the least probable that an 
Questioned as te what had become of Nelson Cooper, | animal would die in March from alleged starvation I 
who was a witness for him at the last trial, defendant | the autumn; it was ridiculous to say so, He was aston- 
said Cooper was in prison, and admitted that it was for | ished that the brood mare should live to be 21 years‘ fage- 
cruelty toanimals. With regard to the interview with | Cross-examined: Had the animals been suffering trom 
Mr. Bushmill and Mr. Hedges, he remembered them | parasites it does not necessarily follow that the other 
saying that the mares, to be any good, ought to have oats on the same farm would be similarly affected _ 
crushed oats and bran all the time. He said that he | witness proceeded to give a long dissertation on the sub- 
quite agreed, but Mr. Yearsley was not the man to keep | of parasitical infection. a ee 
them like that; he wanted them kept for nothing. With | Mr. J. West Ray, of Old Windsor, said his sesidience 
regard to the bargain, he wrote that he would keep the | was about two miles’ walk from the defendant's lan : 
three mares for £25, that the price was very low, and | and being a member of the Board of Guardians —oe 
that he had done so on purpose. He could not hold to | across defendant’s fields to the meetings of, the ~ ; 
the bargain, because corn had gone up with a tremendous | He remembered 1901, and saw the mares in dispute. : 
hbound—2s. 3d. per quarter. last time he saw them was on the 20th September, ant 
By his Lordship: There were six or seven watering | he considered they were in fair condition. The land pees 
places on the farm. very good, and though the grass was a little short 08 
Frank Waugh, foreman to the defendant, gave evidence | of fair quality. From his own experience, having senate 
that he remembered the mares arriving in fairly good | farmer himself, it was untrue to say that the mares W° 
condition and they were put in boxes. The plaintiff | starved and emaciated. 
came and looked at them; also Fish, his manager, who| Cross-examined: He remembered the m 
had some conversation with him, but never said a word ' it was two years ago, because he noticed t 
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foals; he did not say they were in as good condition as | was unaware of their condition, because Mr. Bushmill 


when they were first turned out. 

Professor J. Macqueen, of the R.V.C. and examiner 
to the Fellowship of the College, said supposing the 
animals had been let down in condition during August 
and September, and afterwards well fed, he could not 
conceivea death taking place the following March was 
due to their treatment in the autumn; it must be due to 
other causes. He had not heard any proof of starvation; 
if they had been starved they would have gnawed the 
padding in the horse boxes on the way from Windsor. 
A thorough-bred mare never carried much flesh. If 
these animals were in the state described they ought to 
have received veterinary attention when they arrived at 
Potter’s Bar. When the mares died, if a veterinary sur- 
geon had been called in and made a post-mortem exam- 
ination that would have settled the question. The ani- 
mals could have been weighed from time to time. 

Cross-examined: He did not entirely disagree with 
Professor Penberthy’s evidence, because he said there 
might have been parasites. They should have rapidly 
improved and recovered if there had been no other cause. 

Mr. J. F. Simpson, veterinary surgeon, of Maidenhead, 
corroborated the evidence of the last witness, and this 
closed the evidence. 

Mr. Witt addressed the jury at some length for the 
defence. He submitted that if the jury gave the dam- 
ages asked for by the plaintiff they would ruin his client, 
and he contended that whatever had happened was due 
to the plaintiff's own conduct. If he had said defend «nt 
was to give the mares a proper amount of corn, that 
would have been a different matter, but he claimed 
damages for a thing that he had brought about himself. 
But he contended that the evidence went to show that 
there was sufficient grass on the defendant’s farm at the 
time complained of, although it had gone offa little, and 
being on clayey soil had been browned by the sun. He 
denied that his client had been guilty of any negligence. 

Mr. Dolbey, in the absence of his leader, Mr. Rawlin- 
son, K.C., replied on the whole case to the jury. He 
submitted that there was a contract to do the mares 
well, but that they were starved. If there had been 
grass enough for the mares, that would have been sufti- 
cient for the plaintiff, but, in the absence of it, the de- 
fendant was bound to give them hay or corn. 

Mr. Justice Grantham, in the course of his summing 
up, said the plaintiff had to prove that the ‘mares died 
from the neglect and bad treatment of the defendant, 
and it was for the defendant on the other hand to prove 
that they died from parasites, which had not been put in 
evidence, nor referred to. There was no doubt a good 

eal of conflicting evidence, but one could not help feeling 
that that for the plaintiff was fairly independent in char- 
acter. His attention was drawn to the condition of 
these mares, not from anything of his own knowledge, 

but by other people. The same thing could not be said 
of the defendant’s witnesses. It was the evidence of his 
oWn servants and friends and connections, and in that 
tespect the evidence given by the plaintiff was better and 
tore reliable than that by the defendant. The porter 
at Windsor was asked to say in what condition the ani- 
mals were, and said there was nothing the matter with 

t em. This occurred in 1901, something like three years 

‘g0, and such evidence could not impress the jury very 

‘trongly, because the porter saw a great number of horses 

and could not exactly remember the circumstances. They 


~week-ends and have a ride on a Sunday. 


a the macpondont testimony of a gentleman who went 
® buy a foal—Mr. Bushmill, a stranger, who knew a 


. 
good deal about horses because he was a breeder himself. | 


: ¢ found these mares by themselves in a field; there was 
wo stass and they could not eat except by eating the 
oe the roots. Both mares and foals were very | 
| te »and he would not buy. He went again a week 
a rand found them in the same field and in a much 
"secondition. It could not be said that the defendant | 


told the plaintiff at once, and the plaintiff immediately 
wrote to the defendant, but nothing better was done for 
them after that. The defendant’s wife wrote to the 
laintiff that she believed the mares were fairly well, 
ut that her husband had said that they would be better 
for a little more food. This was the best proof that 
defendant must have known there was not sufficient 
food for them. Another witness went to the defendant’s 
farm and could not find the mares for some time, and 
found them by themselves looking starved. It was ex- 
traordinary that the defendant called witnesses who said 
they were well, and the gentleman who had given them 
along lecture from the witness box saw them every 
week. A very pleasant place, no doubt, to spend his 
But it was 
extraordinary that when the foreman was asked by one 
of the witnesses who went tothe farm, he did not know 
where they were. He was rather amazed to hear the 
learned counsel--who was a very good farmer him- 
self—say the advantage of the sum was that it cooked 
the grass. He had heard of people having their goose 
cooked, and that it did not improve them ( Langhter.) 
They might have hay cooked by the sun, if they liked, 
but after the hay had been mown and there were only 
roots, then the sun cooked it and there was nothing 
left. After the grass had been cut the sun was disas- 
trous to the aftermath, because it would not grow unless 
there was rain. There was one other matter, though it 
was asmall point, but straws showed which way the 
wind was blowing with regard to the truth one side or 
the other, and the jury were entitled to any test to show 
which side was telling the truth. He was struck with 
something said by the defendant which he did not think 
at the time was true, and which he had since found out to 
be untrue, which showed they could not trust the 
defendant’s reliability. There was a dispute between 
the parties as to the £25; it was evident that the 
defendant wanted the plaintiff to send his mares to him 
because he had a stallion of his own. The learned 
judge went throught the correspondence between the 
parties, and drew attention to the offer of defendant : 
“T will keep your three mares and two colts until 
next November for £25 if you care to send them to me ; 
they will be done well,” so there was no doubt as to the 
offer, and the defendant added, “The price is very low, 
I have put it so on purpose.” There was no doubt as to 
the purpose. Only three mares were sent, and not the 
colts, thus the defendant had only three animals to keep 
instead of five, so that there was less exeuse for his 
wanting to charge the plaintiff more, and still less when 
they were there only up to September, He was asked 
why he wanted his bargain off, and said it was because 
of the high prices to which corn had jumped up. ‘That 
was denied by the plaintiff. He (his Lordship) at once 
sent out for a record of the markets at the time, and in- 
stead of its being as the defendant had said, the prices 
had not gone up. 

Mr. Witt : Thete is no evidence of that. : 

His Lordship reminded Mr, Witt that he told him of 
this on Friday, and he could have verified it or contra- 
dicted it. He gave the fact, not from his own know- 
ledge, but from the records, that at that date the prices 
had not gone up, and this untrue statement showed how 
much they could rely upon the defendant with regard to 
what happened. He left it to the jury to say if the 
bargain was annulled, and if the defendant was justified 
in deducting the sum of £5 15s., and was the plaintiff 
entitled to recover it, was the plaintiffentitled to recover 
damages for negligence and for the loss of the mares, or 
any of them, and if so, how much ! 

‘After 15 minutes’ deliberation, the jury returned a 
verdict for the plaintiff for £5 15s. claimed, and for £150 
damages. His Lordship gave judgment accordingly. 
Windsorand Eton Express. 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS 1894 To 1903. 
SumMARY OF RETURNS, WEEK ENpING FEBRUARY 20, 1904. 


Foot- Glanders Rabies. 
Anthrax. [| and-Mouth | (including Cases Swine Fever. 
Period. Disease. Farcy) Confirmed. 
Out-| Ani- | Out- | Ani- | Out- | Ani- | Out- | Slaugh. 
reak+| mals. mals. Jbreaks; mals. Dogs. | Other breaks. 
Week ended February 20, 1904 22 | 33 | 30 | 55 | 21 61 
1903. is | .. | .. | 26 | a4] .. 32 98 
Correspouding week in { 196” si 18 | 2% a | sia 20 | 31 1 | 22 92 
1901 11 3 | 224 20 37 46 198 
Total for 8 weeks, 1904 a 164 | 223 207 438 | .. | .. | 210 | 1999 
1903 131 | 197 176 338 222 | 1005 
Corresponding period in 1902 132 224 os 352 3 os 267 1571 
1901 97 | 140 9 | 571 $195 378 ee 1 291 


Nore.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, Feb. 23rd, 1904. 


* As Diseased or Exposed to Infection. 


ACTION FOR BREACH OF WARRANTY. 


On Tuesday, Feb. 16th, at the Newcastle County 
Court, before his Honour Judge Greenwell, an action 
was brought by Walter Brotherhood against John Bell, 
for damages for alleged breach of warranty in the sale of 
a horse. Mr. Aynsley (Aynsley and Richmond) appear- 
ed for the plaintiff, and Mr. E. Meynell, barrister, was 
for the defence. 

Mr. Aynsley said the claim was for damages for 
breach of warranty on the sale of a bay draught horse on 
December 5th last. On that day Mr Brotherhood 
attended a sale heldin Newcastle by Mr. James Cooper, 
auctioneer, and there saw in the catalogue a horse de- 


scribed as Lot 11—*.A bay draught horse, seven years 


old, 16.3 hands high,” and two other horses of the same 
owner, “all warranted quiet, and good workers in all 
yokes.” Mr. Brotherhood had the horse brought out, 
examined it, and asked the stableman if the horse was 
all right, and to whom it belonged. After making 
enquiries he bid for the horse, and it was knocked down 
to him for £23 ; and he paid the usual auctioneer’s com- 
mission, 23s. The horse was put into a_ box, and the 
next morning was taken by train to the farm at Lintz 
Green. It was there put into the stable and fed in the 
usual way, but the horse was off its feed. Next morn- 
ing, Monday, it was taken out of the stable and led two 
loads of manure out of the farmyard into an adjoining 
tield. It was then taken into the stable and fed in the 
ordinary way, but it refused its food. It was set to lead 
coals, but was very much distressed, and could hardly 


breathe. A veterinary surgeon was sent for, but the — 


horse died on the Friday. It was sent to the Kennels at 
Shotley Bridge, where a post-mortem examination was 
held. It was found that the horse was absolutely 
rotten inside, and that it had been absolutely incapable 


of doing any work. The liver and kidneys were abso- . 


lutely rotten, the heart was enlarged, and the bones of 
the back-bone were black and in a state of decay. The 
diseased condition could not possibly have taken place 
in the short time in which the horse had been in the 
possession of the plaintiff. 


Walter Brotherhood, the plaintiff gave evidence that | 


bore out the opening statement. Cross-examined: He 
was bidding for the horse as the agent of somebody else. 
He examined the horse before he bought it, and it looked 
all right. He knew the conditions of sale, which said 
‘purchasers’ lots to be at their own risk after the fall of 
the hammer,” and “should the horse be returned on 


account of not answering the warranty, it must be in the 
sale yard before 12 o'clock noon on the second day after 
the sale.” 

Mr. James Cooper, auctioneer, said the horse was sold 
for Mr. John Bell, cart proprietor, Newcastle. It was 
ee as “quiet and and a good worker in all 
yokes. 

Cross-examined : He had himself, on occasion, en- 
deavoured to recover on breach of warranty, but had 
never succeeded unless the horse had been returned 
within the stipulated time. He himself saw the horse ; 
and it was a very fresh horse indeed. The horse was 
not returned within the period. A horse must fulfil the 
conditions of sale, or the purchaser had nothing to do 
but send it back. 

Mr. Oliver, Lintz Green, said the horse was bought 
for him. 

Cross-examined : He was a farmer, and knew some- 
thing about horses. He thought the horse was worth 
£23. 

Do you think a horse that was rotten inside would 
have looked all right on the Saturday ?—If I could 
have seen inside, | would have had something to go 
upon. He did not, he said, return the horse at once, 
because he had not had time to try it. He did not 
realise how serious was its condition. 

George Frederick Johnson, the kennel-man at Shotley 
Bridge, said that, when he skinned the horse, be was 
able to put his arm between the flesh and the bones, 
outside the ribs. The flesh was not fit for the hounds 

to eat. 

For the defence, Mr. Bell said he was a cartman and 
contractor, and brake proprietor. The horse in question 
had been working right up to the Thursday night, at the 

new college buildings. He had had the horse for three 
months and a fortnight. He sold him without any 
warranty, except that he was quiet and a good worker. 

His Honour pointed out that, in the catalogue of the 
sale, some horses entered by the defendant were entered 
in his own name ; but the horse in question was enteret 
as from “a cart proprietor.” The warranty in each case 
was the same, except that the horses entered in his own 
name were warranted “sound.” The other horses a, 
_ peared to have been entered as “from a cart proprietor 
to take away attention from the fact that they were N° 
warranted “sound.” 

Mr. Cooper, recalled, said he only deseribed horses " 
the catalogue according to instructions. _ 

His Honour : If I sent you half-a-dozen horses, t 
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of which could be warranted and three could not, you 
would not enter the first three as “the property of his 
Honour Judge Greenwell” and the other three as “the 
property of a gentleman in the neighbourhood,” with- 
out instructions ‘—Mr. Cooper: Decidedly not. 

His Honour : And I should hope that, even if you got 
such instructions, you would not do it. 

Mr. Meynell submitted that there was no warranty as 
to the horse’s condition or soundness, and that there 
was no breach. 

Mr. Meynell suggested that the case should be de- 
cided upon the evidence, and not upon the judge’s 
knowledge. 

His Honour said one’s knowledge of common things 
must be taken intoaccount. “To tell me,” he added, 
“that | am to disregard everything I have learned siice 
I was one year old is simply talking nonsense.” 

His Honour said he was satisfied that the horse was 
absolutely incapable of working, and had not recentl 
been doing harness work. Whether that was a breac 
of the warranty in the catalogue was a question which 
he would take time to consider.—Newcastle Chronicle. 


Small Parturition Forceps. 


\Z 


_ The Bitch Forceps Messrs. Arnold and Sons, of West 
Smithfield, made for me some time ago are very satis- 
factory indeed. In removing dead pups from small 
bitches I have always experienced the greatest difficulty 
with all the forceps I have hitherto used, on account of 
injuring the passage into the uterus. In using the ones 
made for me I think it will be impossible to pinch the 
bitch in the frequent attempts :o seize the puppy and 
bring it away. Nearly all that are in use for this pur- 
pose are so made that they are like a pair of shears 
when a small portion of tissue happens to get into the 
Joint, or between the handles, but this cannot happen 
when using these. Haypon Leacert, F.R.C.V.S. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


Extract from London Gazette, 
Wark Orrick, MALL, Feb. 23. 


out R. C. Cochrane from the Seconded List to be 
in. 

uarter-Master and Hon. Lieut. R. C. Fenton from 
= Staff of the Army to be Quartermaster on augmen- 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir “LEAVE OUT VETERINARY INSPECTOR,”’ 

em editorial remarks on the above subject induce me 

— you the following reflections on this subject, from 

i you will see that the same object can be, indeed is, 

i ned in different ways, besides the simple plan of ‘‘leav- 
8 out Veterinary Inspector ’’ from the stipulations con- 

the : in Orders in Council or Improvement Bills, such as 

ettering Bill to which you therein refer. 


of the local authority of at least one county well 


known to the writer, has been to ‘‘leave out Veterinary 
Inspector.’’ The process I may observe is to ‘‘ deal with 
this subject in their own way,’’ and began by a rigid censor- 
ship of the accounts for work done rendered by the various 
veterinary inspectors within the district, deleting items 
where the cases reported did not prove to be of a contagious 
character, even when the local veterinary adviser of the 
owner had given an opinion that the disease was of a con- 
tagious character and ought to be reported, and thus effect- 
Ing a very great saving to them, as well as by reducing the 
scale of fees allowed and curtailing the expenses of the 
process of cleansing and disinfection till this was often 
omitted altogether, and no fault was found. In fact to so 
regulate matters that as one of the members is said to 
have remarked, ‘‘ there will be fewer cases of swine fever 
in future, as it will no longer be worth the while of the 
Veterinary Inspectors to have them reported.”’ This policy 
appears, however, to have only been partially successful, as 
of late years a further development of the system has been 
carried out. The names of the Veterinary Inspectors have 
been graciousiy allowed still to adorn the official lists, and 
the magnificent salary of £0 0s. Od. per annum allowed 
them for their services. The Chief Constable has been 
appointed Chief Inspector under the Contagious Diseases 
Animals Acts, while each individual constable in his own 
district acts as the inspector thereof, with power, but 
entirely at his discretion, to call in when required the aid of 
the nearest Veterinary Inspector. Under this arrangement 
the police do the whole work of the above Acts without 


' expense to the Local Authority, as it is simply added to 


their other duties, and as not one in twenty times is the 
Veterinary Inspector called upon to make an inspection or 
give an opinion on behalf of the Local Authority, the office 
so far as they are concerned may be said to have become 
practically defunct. When the Veterinary Inspector is 
called upon by the Board of Agriculture to make an inspec- 
tion, the local policeman is present and acts for the Local 
Authority, and reports his proceedings and finding, so that 
even then no expense is incurred on their behalf. In such 
diseases as require microscopic aid in their diagnosis, the 
Veterinary Inspectors are not regarded as competent to 
give an opinion, and an analytical chemist has been ap- 
pointed to conduct these examinations on behalf of the 
Local Authority, if the owner of the suspected animal so 
desires, but as this is very seldom wanted this provision for 
accurate scientific diagnosis becomes an eminently safe one. 
Moreover, the first time the gentleman who does this part 
of the work was called upon to act, he of his own accord 
asked for, and actually received, a practical demonstration 
of the bacillus of the disease in question from one of the 
despised and rejected veterinary inspectors in question. 
Thus you will see that there are many ways of deleting the 
Veterinary Inspector than by omitting his name from the 
provisions of the Bill, or order of Council, such as the one 
to which you so pertinently refer. 

If, as you so cogently remark ‘* the search by doctors for 
tuberculous udders, scarlet fever rashes, and diphtheritic 
symptoms has too often led to gross errors, heavy expenses, 
interference with legitimate trade, and, worse than all, to 
the overlooking of direct human contaminstion as the source 
of outbreaks of disease’? how much more likely is the 
systematic and coritinuous employment of the police con 
stable as the responsible aimost unaided Inspector under the 
Contagious Diseases (Animals) Acts likely to result in de- 
feating the end and object for which they were instituted. | 
am afraid that it is scarcely worth anyone's while to waste 
words, or to sling ink, in an effort to rectify such abuses, as 
our profession is numerically so small, and our political 
powerand influence so insignificant that if heard atall, wecan 
be so safely and conveniently ignored, besides the spirit of 
the thing so permeates the whole system that it seems of no 
use to tackle it unless we can enlist some more powerful 
outside influences to help us. From your editorial notes ou 
“Our Friends and our Knemies”’ I gather that in high 
places there are as many difficulties placed in the way of the 
advancement of the memLers of our profession as there is 


| inthe humbler sphere of the country practitioner, and there 


’ is little wonder indeed if many of us often feel discouraged 


man 
now the tendency of the disappointed in finding our welfare, both social and 
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scientific, bound up with a profession whose members, to 
say the least of it, are not looked upon as gentlemen, and 
whose dictum is so frequently regarded with suspicion that 
it required more than an ordinary degree of courage and 
conviction to fortify one before we feel warranted in sub- 
mitting our thoughts and aspirations to such an unsympathe- 
tic and sceptical public as that represented by Local Authori- 
ties, such as I have endeavoured to depict to you in the 
foregoing notes. Trusting that I have not trespassed too 
much on your good nature I will remain, for obvious 
reasons, yours faithfully, Nemo. 


CAUSE OF RUPTURED PERINAUM. 


Mr. Stewart’s communication on Ruptured Perineum 
brings to my mind a similar case I had with a thorough- 
bred mare four years ago. The message was to attend at 
once a mare foaling, with the head coming out of her 
rectum and the feet out of the proper passage. On my 
arrival the mare had foaled with the result as described by 
Mr. Stewart. The attendant tried hard to get the head 
back but could not. Mare and foal did well. 

W. T. D. Broap, M.R.C.V.S. 
Marlborough, Feb. 22nd. 


- 


ComMUNICcATIONS, Books AND PAPERS RECEIVED.—Messrs. 
T.W. Turner, W.T.D.Broad, P.J.Welsh, Harry P. 
Standley. ‘‘ Nemo.’’ 

The Graphic, The Yorkshire Post, The Hull News, Dewsbury 
District News. 


Veterinary Societies—Addresses. 


Borper Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. W. Hewson, m.n.c.v.s., Wigton 
Hon. Sec. (pro tem.): Mr. F. W. Garnett, m.R.c.v.s., 
Dalegartk, Windermere 
Meetings, Second Friday of Feb., June, and October 


Crentrat V.M.S. 
Pres. Mr. R. Porch, F.R.v.v.s., 


Farm Lane, Walbam Green, S.W. : 


Hon. Sec: Mr E. Lionel Stroud, F.r.c.v.s., 
29 Sprirg-st., Hyde Park, W. 
Meetings, First Thursday in each month, except August 
and September, 10 Red Lion Square, Holborn, at 7 p.m. 


Central V,A. or TRELAND. 
Pres. Mr. M. J. Cleary, m.nr.c.v.s., Kilpatrick, Mullingar 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. J. Vahey, m.n.c.v.s., Ballinrobe 
Treas: Mr. J. F. Healey. m.n.c.v.s., Midleton 


Eastern Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Fred. Morton Wallis, m.r.c.v.s., Halstead, Essex 
Hon. Sec.: Mr. H. P. Standley, u.x.c.v.s. Wymondham 
Meetings, Second Tuesday, Feb. and July 


Guiascow V.M.S. 
Pres. Principal McCall. 
Hon. Sec. Mr. Walter Gardner 


Vet. Men. Assn. or [RELAN». 
Pres: Mr. Chas. Allen, F.R.¢.v.8., 
35 North Frederick st., Dublin 
Hon, Sec. Mr. J. McKenny, m.n.c.v.8. 
116 Stephens-green-west, Dublin 


LancasHirE V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. W. Packman, m.R.c.v.s., The Wylde, Bury 
Hon. Sec.: Mr. G. H. Locke, m.n.c.v.s. 
Grosvenor-street, Manchester 
Meetings, 1st Thursday in April, June, Sept., & Dec. 


V.M.S. 
Pres. Mr. T. B. Bindloss, m.r.c.v.s., Long Sutton 
Hon. Sec: & Treas: Mr.T. W. Turner, m.n.c.v.s., Sleaford 
Meetings, Second Thursday, Feb., June and October 


Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Frank H. Gibbing, r.x.c.v.s., Nottingham 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. J. Dawes, F.R.c.v.s., 
Camden House, High-st., West Bromwich 
Meetings, Second Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Yriday alternately in Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 


NationaL Vet. AssocraTion. 
Pres: Mr. C. Allen, F.n.c.v.s., North Frederick-st., Dublin 
Sec: Mr. William Hunting, F.R.c.v.s. 
Treas: Mr. F. W. Wragg, F.8.c.v.s., Whitechapel, London. 


Nationat VETERINARY BENEVOLENT & Motvan 
DEFENCE Society. 
Pres: Mr. W. A. Taylor, F.8.c.v.s., T: wer-st, Manchester 
Treas: Mr. E. Faulkner, r.n.c.v.s., Manchester 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Sam. Locke, m.k.c.v.s. 
Grosvenor Street, Oxford-st., Manchester 


New Wares V.M.A. 
Pres; Mr. John Stewart, H. AND A.s. 
Vice: Mr. John Pottie, nH. and a.s. 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: Mr. J. D. Stewart, m.R.c.v.8. 


Nortu or Eneuanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. G. Craik, m.n.c.v.s., Al: wick 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. R. Gibsor, m.R.c.v.s. 
25 Marlborough street, Seaham Harbour 
Meetings, Third Friday, Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 


or V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. McLauchlan Youny, F.R.c.v.s., Univ. Aberdeen 
Sec. d Treas: Mr. Clement Baxter, m.R.c.v.s., Elgin 


Norton Wares Y.M.A. 
Pres; Mr. R. Price, #.n.c.v.s., Tarvin 
Hon. Sec. T.C. Howatson, m.r.c.v s., St. Asaph 
Meetings, First Tuesday, March and September 


Ontario V.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. H. Tennent, v.s., Loncon, Ontario 
Sec: & Treas: Mr. C. H. Sweetapple, v.s., Toronto, Ontario 


Roya. Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. E. P. Owen, m.r.c.v.s., Thame 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Percy J. Simpson, m.R.c.v.s., 
Kendrick House, Maidenhead 
Hon. Treas: Mr. J. P.S. Walker, F.nr.c.v.s., Oxford 
Meetings, Last Friday, Feb., June and Nov. 


Roya. Scorrisu V.S, 
Pres: Mr. Reid, Auchtermuchty. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. D. Fairbairn, m.x.c.v.s., Cupar, Fifeshire 


Royat VETERINARY CoLLEGE M.A. 
Pres: Professor Macqueen 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. L. Jones, m B.c.v.s. 
Assist. H.S. Mr, E. Brown 


Scottish V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. John Connochie, m.x.c.v.s., Aytoun 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J: hn Aitken, Junr., m.nr.c.v.s., Dalkeith 


DurHam anp NortH YorksHirE V.M.A. 
Pres.: Mr. E. R. Gibson, m.r.c.v.s., Seaham Harbour 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Awde, F.R.c.v.s., Stockton-on-Tees. 
Meetings, First Friday, Mar., June, Sept. and Dec. 


SoutHERN Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. C. Pack, m.x.c.v.s, Lymington 
Hon. Sec: Mr. F. Spencer, m.R.c.v.s., 
Claremont House, Basingstoke 
Hon. Treas: Mr. E. W. Buker, w R.c.v.s., Wimborne 
Meetings, Last Thursday, Mar., June and Sept. 


Transvaan V.M.A. 
Pres: Capt. Irvine Smith, South Afric:n Constabulary 
Hen. Sec: Mr. Kirby Pilkington, m.n.c.v.s., Johannesburg 


WESTERN Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. W. Ascott, m.r.c.v.s., Bideford 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: Mr. P. G. Bond, m.n.c.v.s., Plymouth 
Meetings, Third Thursday, March, July and November 


West or Scorzanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Dr. James McIntosh McCall, Vety, Coll. Glasgow 
Hon. Sec: & Treas: Mr. J. Bishop, m.8.c.v.s., 
754 Garscube Road, Glasgo" 


YorksarreE V.M.A 


Pres: Mr. S. Wharam. m.8.c.v.s., Sholebroke Avenue, Leeds 
Hon. Sec; Mr. J Clarkson, m.R.c.v.s., Garforth, nr. 8 
Treas: Mr. J. E. Scriven, m.x.c.v.s., Tadcaster 


Meetings, Last Friday in Jan., April. and October, and § 
Thursday in July. 


| 
Sir, 
| 
| 


